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BLM  MISSION  STATEMENT 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  is  responsible  for  the  balanced  management  of  Public  Lands  and 
resources  and  their  various  values  so  that  they  are  considered  in  the  combination  of  uses  that  takes  into 
account  the  long-term  needs  of  future  generations  for  renewable  and  nonrenewable  resources.  These 
resources  include  recreation,  range,  timber,  minerals,  watershed,  fish  and  wildlife,  wilderness  and  natural, 
scenic,  scientific  and  cultural  values. 
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r»RHrw-TrERigyi  wrriBaiESS  gTOEY  ARB^  (WSA) 

(N\M)30-532) 

1.     IHE  STUDY  AREA 550 acres 

The  CarsCTi-Io^Derg  WSA  lies  in  Alpine  County  necir  the  middle  of  the  ecistem 
edge  of  Ccilifomia,  ^praximately  30  miles  southeast  of  South  Lake  Tahoe  and 
90  miles  east  of  Sacaramento.  Ihe  WSA  includes  550  acres  of  Bureau  of  Land 

Management  (BIM)  Icind  and  no  State  land  or  private  iriholdings  (see  Map  1  and 
Table  1) . 

Ihe  WSA  is  bounded  on  the  west  and  south  sides  by  the  Toiyabe  National 
Forest/Ccirsan  Iceberg  Wilderness,  on  the  north  and  southeast  sides  by 
private  lands,  and  on  the  northeast  by  an  urpaved  road  on  BIM  land. 

Ihe  WSA  comprises  a  mixed  coniferous  forest  on  both  sides  of  the  East  Fork  of 
the  Carson  River  in  the  Eastern  Sierra  Nevada.  Ihe  river  flews  northerly 

throu^  a  rugged,  winding  canyon  for  one-and-a-half  miles  in  the  WSA.  Ihe 
meadows  of  Silver  King  Veilley  flank  the  WSA  to  the  east  at  an  elevation  of 

6,400  feet,  v*iile  the  7, 000- foot  western  side  of  the  WSA  is  surrounded  by 
hi^er  elevation  ccaiifercus  forest  in  the  154,000-acre  U.S.  Forest  Service 
(USES)  wilderness.  Landscape  character  inside  the  WSA  is  very  similar  to 
that  in  the  adjacent  wilderness. 

Ihe  WSA  wcis  studied  under  Section  202  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLFMA) .  Suitability  recommendations  were  analyzed  in  the 
Draft  and  Final  Environment  Iirpact  Statements  (EIS)  for  the  California 

Section  202  Wilderness  Stuc^  Areas.  A  summary  of  the  area's  wilderness 
values  was  included  in  the  Final  EIS.  Two  different  suitability 
reoonanendations  were  analyzed  in  the  EIS:  all  wilderness  and  no  wilderness. 

2.  REOCMMENDftnCN  ANP  RATinNATR          550  acres  recommended 
for  wilderness 

0  BIM  acres  reccantnended 

for  non-wilderness 

All  wilderness  is  the  recanmendation  for  this  WSA.  Ihe  all-wilderness 
cdtemative  is  considered  to  be  the  environmentally  preferred  eiltemative  as 
it  would  result  in  the  least  change  from  the  natural  environment  over  the 
long  term. 

Ihe  ratic»iale  for  the  edl-wildemess  recanmendation  is  that  the  outstanding 
wilderness  characteristics  in  the  entire  WSA  are  similar  to  those  in  the 

surrounding  154,000-acre  Carson-Iceberg  Wilderness.  Currently  the  main  land 
use  in  the  WSA  is  primitive  recreation  associated  with  the  existing 
wilderness.  All  other  land  uses  in  the  WSA  are  ccsrpatible  with  wilderness. 



The  free-flcwing  East  Fork  of  the  Ccirson  River  flews  throu^  one  and  a  half 
miles  of  winding,  rugged,  forested  canyon.  Ihe  Toiyabe  Nationeil  Forest  has 
determined  the  cleeir,  clean  stream  to  be  eligible  for  wild  river  designation 
under  the  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Act. 

Designation  of  the  WSA  would  increcise  the  manageability  of  the  existing 

Carson-Iceberg  Wilderness.  Ihe  USES  constructed  the  Carson  River  Trail 
thrxxj^  the  middle  of  the  WSA,  rou^ily  parallel  to  the  river,  to  provide  a 
major  access  route  to  the  wilderness  backcountry.  This  trail  provides  the 
primary  public  access  to  the  WSA  two  miles  in  frcm  the  trailhead  at  Wolf 
Creek  Meadows;  the  road  in  Silver  King  VcLlley  is  closed  to  the  general  public 
at  Hi^Tway  89  five  miles  north  of  the  WSA.  Views  of  the  river  and  the 

wilderness  hi^-oountry  are  available  along  the  trail. 

The  proposed  wilderness  is  vegetated  with  mixed  coniferous  forest  vAiich 
varies  greatly  in  conposition  and  ajpecirance  according  to  site 
characteristics.  A  narrow  riparian  zone,  including  meadows,  flanks  the 
river.  Fish  and  wildlife  abound. 

The  iitprint  of  man's  work  is  substantially  unnoticeable  throu^out  the  unit, 
even  along  the  modest  man-made  trail.  Timber,  ridges,  and  ste^  canyons 
isolate  the  visitor  from  outside  si^ts  and  sounds  and  from  other  wilderness 
users.  Sites  suitable  for  cairping,  fishing,  and  exploring  are  numerous  off 
the  trail  even  within  the  small  acreage  of  the  WSA. 
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TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  emd  Acreage  Sumnary  of  the  Stuc^  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 

BLM  (surface  and  subsurface)  550 
Split  Estate    (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Ihholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Total  550 

Within  the  Reccanmended  Wilderness  Study  BoundaTV  Acres 

BIM           (within  WSA)  550 
BIM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BLM  Land  Recanmended  for  Wilderness  550 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Reccmnended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BIM           (surface  and  subsurface)  0 
Split  Estate    (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  Reccmnended  for  Wilderness 

3.  CRITEKIA  OONSIDEEM)  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WIIDEE^NESS  REOOMMENDATiaJS 

A.   Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.   Naturalness:  The  Carson-Iceberg  WSA  is  natural  in  character; 
long-term  biological  and  physical  processes  of  environmentciL  cause 
and  effect  are  cperating  intact.  Ihe  iirprint  of  man's  work  is 
substantially  unnoticeable  throu^out  the  unit. 

The  river  flews  freely,  without  man-made  obstruction  or  channel 
alteration.  Terrain  varies  from  gently  rolling  and  level  sites  to 
ste^  slopes  and  large  rock  outcrcipings  in  the  canyon.  The  land 
surface  is  undisturbed  by  man.  USES  trail  maintenance  is  topical 
for  a  wilderness  hiking  and  pack  trail  and  does  not  detract  from 
the  appearance  of  naturalness. 



Vegetation  and  wildlife  in  the  WSA  appear  very  diverse  and 
natural.  Sli^t  to  moderate  forage  utilization  by  livestock  has 
not  degraded  vegetation,  and  the  trend  of  range  condition  is 
li^ward.  No  range  inprovements  exist,  and  none  are  needed  new  or  in 
the  future.  Scattered  decaying  tree  stunps  are  the  only  ready 
indicaticMTS  of  historic  logging.  Second  growth  forest  has  returned 
to  a  natural  compearance,  and  many  trees  are  mature.  Ihe  few  stunps 
visible  frcm  the  trail  constitute  a  sli(^t  inpact  and  contribute 
cultured  interest. 

2.  Solitude;  Even  for  its  small  size,  the  WSA  provides  considerable 
opportunities  for  solitude,  due  to  screening  by  dense  forest  cover 
cirxi  irregular  tcpography.  It  is  possible  to  hike  or  ride 

cross-country  or  on  the  trail  and  only  briefly  see  other  people  v*io 
may  be  present  in  the  WSA.  Meadows  along  the  east  fork  of  the 
Carson  River  and  the  forested  ridge  east  of  the  river  contain 
numerous  small,  secluded  sites  vdiere  visitors  can  find  solitude 
frcro  the  main  trail. 

Ihe  USES  rerouted  the  Carson  River  Trail  throu^  the  WSA  because 
the  new  route  offers  solitude  from  develcpments  and  motorized 
vehicle  use,  to  vAiich  the  old  route  in  Silver  King  Veilley  exposed 
wilderness  travelers.  Routing  the  trail  throu^  the  WSA  enables 

wilderness  users  to  travel  through  the  much  larger  Carson-Iceberg 
Wilderness  without  the  former  intemptions  of  the  wilderness 
experience. 

This  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areeis  and  fli^t  corridors.  Ihe  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  tenporary  effects  on  solitude 
v*iich  are  deemed  necessary  and  aoc^table  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
pr^)aredness  of  the  nation, 

3.  Primitive  and  unconfined  recreation:  Opportunities  for  primitive 
dispersed  recreation  include  hiking,  horseback  riding,  fishing, 
hunting,  camping,  and  photography. 

Ihe  predominant  recreational  activity  in  the  WSA  is  travel  by  foot 
and  horseback  between  the  Wolf  Creek  Trailhead  and  many  other  sites 

in  the  Carson-Iceberg  Wilderness  at  the  estimated  rate  of  400 
visitor-days  per  year.  Ihus  the  WSA  provides  access  to  still 
greater  opportunities  for  primitive,  unconfined  recreation, 

including  mountain  climbing  and  long-distance  wilderness  travel. 

4.  Special  features;  Ihe  most  distinct  and  noteworthy  feature  in  the 
WSA  is  the  east  fork  of  the  Carson  River  flowing  freely  throui^ 
timbered  canyon  slopes.  Ihe  river  contributes  in  large  measure  to 
the  scenic,  natural,  and  recreationcil  vcilues  in  the  area.  While 
the  headwaters  of  the  river  are  within  the  USFS  wilderness, 
private  land  inholdings  occur  along  the  river.  Presently,  however, 
there  are  no  developed  water  uses  or  conflicts. 



B.   Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  (NWPS) 

1.   Assessincf  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 

represented  by  ecx)systems;  This  WSA  cxDntains  550  acres  of  the  Sierran 
Forest/Mixed  Conifer  Forest  ecosystem.  While  wilderness  designation 
of  this  WSA  would  not  add  an  entirely  new  ecosystem  to  the  NWPS,  it 
would  further  strengthen  the  protection  vdiich  wilderness  designation 

already  provides  to  ecosystems  in  the  Carson-Iceberg  Wilderness.  Ihe 
WSA  is  typical  of  the  Sierran  Forest  Province  mixed  conifer  forest  and 

adjacent  to  the  hi^er  elevation  lodgepole  pine-subalpine  forest. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas  Other  BUM  Studies 

Province/FtJV   areas   acres   areas   acres 

NATIONWIDE 

Sierran  Forest/  26    1,772,907         13     148,363 
Mixed  Conifer  Forest 

CALIFORNIA 

Sierran  Forest/  26    1,772,907  1      5,382 
Mixed  Conifer  Forest 

2.   Expandincf  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 

within  a  day's  drivincr  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population  centers: 
Ihe  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  10  major  population  centers. 
Table  3  summarizes  the  number  of  acreage  of  designated  areas  and  other 
BIM  study  areas  within  a  five  hour  drive  of  the  population  centers. 



Table  3  -  Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Peculation  Centers 

Peculation 
Centers 

NWPS  areas 
areas    acres 

Other  BIM  Studies 

areas acres 

California 

Fresno 
Merced 
Modesto 
Sacramento 

San  Francisco-OaJdand 
San  Jose 
Santa  Rosa-Petaluma 
Stockton 

Yuba  City 

Nevada 

Reno 

35 4,048,852 

33 3,957,550 
36 4,126,963 
46 

5,001,817 
39 4,473,002 
27 3,765,512 
10 888,579 
35 4,061,833 
44 4,951,805 

39 4,647,230 

28 460,790 
25 348,753 81 

1,722,326 

87 
2,479,541 

39 565,614 
29 352,748 
12 134,167 
46 601,496 
85 

2,459,500 

.75 
6,904,809 

3.   Balancing  the  qeoqrat^ic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas:  There 
are  no  other  ELM  WSAs  within  50  air  miles  reconnnended  for 

wilderness  designation.  The  Granite  Chief  (Tahoe  National  Forest) , 
Desolation  (Eldorado  NF) ,  and  Mokelurane  (Eldorado  NF)  Wilderness 
Areas  are  located  approximately  50,  30,  and  15  miles  respectively 

northwest  of  the  WSA.  The  Carson-Iceberg  Wilderness  (Toiyabe  NF)  is 
adjacent  to  the  south,  east,  and  west  of  the  WSA.  The  Eniigrant 
(Stanislaus  NF) ,  Hoover  (Toiyabe  NF) ,  and  Yosemite  (Yosemite 
Nationcil  Park)  Wilderness  Areas  are  located  about  20,  25,  and  35 
miles,  respectively,  tcward  the  south  of  the  WSA. 

C.   Manageability 

The  area  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  The  means  of  managing  it  cis 
wilderness  are  already  in  place  by  virtue  of  the  current  USFS 
management  program  for  the  Carson  Iceberg  Wilderness,  and  designation 
would  increase  the  manageability  of  the  existing  wilderness.  The  USFS 
already  maintains  the  trail  it  made  throu^  the  WSA  and  patrols  the 
wilderness  cLLong  the  trail  on  both  sides  of  the  WSA.  This  trail 

provides  the  primary  public  access  to  the  WSA  via  a  two-mile  hike  or 
ride  throu^  existing  wilderness.  The  road  to  Silver  King  Valley  is 
closed  to  the  general  public  at  Hi^way  89  five  miles  north  of  the  WSA. 
No  conflicting  uses  occur  within  the  area. 

Military  overfli(^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well  as 
the  wilderness  resource. 



D.  Enercp/  and  Mineral  Resource  Vcdues 

1.  Summary  of  information  kncwn  at  the  time  of  the  preliminary 
suitability  reocmmencjation:  Ihe  energy  and  minerals  potential  of 

the  Carson-Iceiberg  WSA  is  addressed  in  the  Final  Environmental 
Iirpact  Statement  for  the  California  Section  202  Wilderness  Study 
Areas.  Ihe  EIS  indicates  that  Tertiary  volcanics  underlie 
^proximately  90  percent  of  the  WSA.  The  geology  does  not  indicate 
the  presence  of  oil  and  gcis  or  geothermal  resources,  and  the 
potential  for  econcmic  d^josits  of  leasable  minerals  is  low.  No 
unique  salable  minerals  cire  present.  While  the  andesitic  breccias, 
tuffs,  and  flews  would  generally  be  suitable  for  native  borrcw  or 
fill  c^plicaticais,  there  is  no  anticipated  market  near  the  area  and 
thus  no  value  for  salable  mineral  materials. 

Ihere  were  no  mining  claims  in  the  WSA  as  of  January,  1988.  Some 
mining  claims  and  minercil  discoveries  exist  just  a  few  miles 
outside  the  WSA  in  the  same  rock  type.  There  ar^  no  kncwn  econcanic 
d^xDsits  of  locatable  minercils  within  the  WSA,  however,  and  the 
potential  c^Dpears  to  be  low  to  moderate. 

2.  Summary  of  significant  new  mineral  resource  data  collected  since 
the  suitability  reccanmendation.  which  should  be  considered  in  the 

final  reccanmendation;  Scare  mining  claims  and  mineral  discoveries 
exist  just  a  few  miles  outside  the  VISA   in  the  same  rock  type. 
There  are  no  kncwn  econcxnic  deposits  of  locatable  minerals  within 
the  WSA.  In  1988,  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  and  the  U.S.  Bureau 

of  Mines  published  Open-File  R^xart  88-273  on  the  mineral 
resources  in  the  study  cirea,  based  on  1987  mineral  surveys.  The 

r^x>rt  concludes,  "No  resources  were  identified  in  the  study 
area,  but  the  results  of  these  surveys  indicate  that  the  ctrea  has 
lew  resource  potentieil  for  gold  in  placer  dc^xjsits  and  for  silver 

in  ̂ ithermal  type  d^xjsits."  According  to  BIM  records,  there  were 
no  unpatented  mining  claims,  mineral  sales  or  leases  in  the  WSA  as 
of  January,  1988.  Because  of  lew  potential  for  mineral  resources, 
no  mineral  potential  map  was  prepared  for  this  document. 

E.  Impacts  on  Resources 

The  follewing  table  suramcirizes  the  effects  on  pertinent  resources  for 

clLI  ciltematives  considered  including  designation  or  non-designation  of 
the  entire  area  as  wilderness.   (For  a  full  explanation  of  this  summary, 
refer  to  the  Fined  Environmental  Iiipact  Statement  for  the  California 
Section  202  Wilderness  Stucfy  Arecis.) 
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Table  4  -  Ccnparative  Summary  of  Inpacts  by  Alternative 

ISSUE-REIATED 
RESOURCES 

FRDPOSED  ACTION 

(All-WIIDERNESS) 
NQ-WILDERNESS/NO  ACTION 
  AETERNATIVE 

Inpacts  on 
Wilderness  Values 

Wilderness  designation  of  the 

Carson-Ioeberg  WSA  will 
result  in  a  sli^t  positive 
benefit  for  wilderness 

values.  Long-term  protecticxi 
from  unanticipated  future 
actions  that  could  result 

in  potenticLL  adverse  iirpacts 
will  be  provided.  An  increase 

of  approximately  309  visitor- 
days  of  non-motorized  recre- 

ation use  for  a  total  of  824 

visitor-days  will  have  a 
negligible  iirpact  on  c^por- 
tunities  for  solitude  within 

the  vicinity  of  the  Carson 

Diver  Trail.  Livestock  graz- 
ing use  will  continue  at  the 

existing  50  PJJMs  with  no 
change  in  wilderness  values 
anticipated. 

There  would  be  no  signifi- 
cant inpacts  to  wilderness 

values  since  there  would 

be  no  projected  surface- 
disturbing  activities 
within  the  WSA,  including 
motorized  recreation  use, 
timber  hctrvest,  and  mineral 
develcpnent.  An  increase 
of  approximately  309 

visitor-dai^  of  nonmotor- 
ized  recreation  use  would 
have  a  negligible  iiipact 

on  (importunities  for 
solitude.  Continued  live- 

stock grazing  use  of  50 
AUMs  would  not  result 

in  any  anticipated  change 
in  wilderness  values. 

Local  Social  and  Econcanic  Considerations 

No  loccil  social  or  eooncmic  considerations  were  identified  in  the 

Final  EIS.  Therefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  topic  will 
occur  in  this  document. 

Summarv  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Ccanments 

Severed  ccsonments  were  received  during  the  wilderness  inventory 
phase.  Four,  including  one  from  the  Alpine  County  Board  of 
Sipervisors,  stated  that  the  unit  did  not  meet  the  inventory 
criteria  because  it  contained  less  than  5,000  acres.  Thirteen 

others  supported  the  Bureau's  position  that  the  unit  contained 
wilderness  characteristics  and  noted  that  it  was  adjacent  to  a 
prcposed  USFS  wilderness. 

During  the  wilderness  study  phase,  the  Bureau  held  a  public 
hearing  in  Ba)cersfield,  California,  and  acc^ted  written  comments 
until  February  15,  1988.  No  one  submitted  comments  specific  to 
this  WSA. 

9 



The  BCM  sutarnitted  the  only  oanment  relative  to  the  WSA,  pointing 
out  that  an  absence  of  mining  claims  does  not  conclusively  prove  a 
lack  of  significant  econcndc  mineral  or  energy  resources.  No 
other  Federal,  State,  or  Cjounty  agency  comments  were  received 
specific  to  the  VISA. 

10 



Pit  River  Canyon 
CA-020-103 





PIT  KLVBt  CANYOW  WELI]^KESS  gTOPy  ARB^   fWSA) 

(CA-O2O-103) 

1.        THE  STODY  AREA. 10,984  acres 

Ihe  Pit  River  Canyon  VKA  is  located  in  the  northwest  comer  of  Lassen 
County,  California  50  miles  northwest  of  Susanville  and  10  miles 

south-southwest  of  Bieber.  Ihe  WSA  includes  10,984  acres  of  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (BLM)  lands  with  the  mineral  estate  entirely  in  public  ownership. 
There  are  no  private  inholdings  within  the  WSA  boundary.  Ihe  WSA  rou^ily 
takes  the  ̂ lape  of  an  inverted  triangle.  Ihe  eastern  boundary  is  defined  by 

a  Western  Pacific  railroad  ri^t-of-way  and  the  interface  between  BUM  and 
private  land.  Ihe  western  boundary  is  defined  by  a  BDVprivate  land 
interface  for  9.25  miles  and  the  paved  Little  Valley  Road  for  the  remaining 
2.25  miles.  Ihe  northern  boundary  frtxn  west  to  east  is  defined  by  a 
ocambination  of  dirt  roads  and  BD^pi^ivate  land  interface  (see  Map  1  and 
Table  1) . 

Ihe  main  feature  of  the  VKA  is  a  ten-mile-long  canyon  formed  by  the  Pit 
River  v*iich  traverses  the  unit.  Ihe  canyon  averages  from  one  hundred  to 
four  hundred  feet  in  depth  with  extremes  to  750  feet.  Either  side  of  the 
canyon  includes  i:^land  volcanic  plateaus  cut  on  the  south  by  Horse  Creek 
canyon,  a  major  side  drainage.  Ihe  uplands  sufport  scattered  juniper  often 
in  dense  thickets  on  annucil  grasslands.  Birchleaf  and  mountain  mahogany, 
bitterbrush,  Oregon  v*iite  oak,  and  widely  scattered  Jeffrey  and  ponderosa 
pine  cire  the  major  species  present  while  the  canyon  bottom  si^ports  dense 
riparian  vegetation  such  as  willow,  ash,  and  Carex. 

Ihe  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLFMA)  and  was  included  in  the  Alturas  Resource  Management 
PlaiyEnvironmental  Inpact  Statement  finalized  in  October,  1983.  Ihere  were 

three  alternatives  analyzed  in  the  EIS:  an  all-wilderness  alternative,  a 
partial-wilderness  alternative  designating  61%  of  the  WSA  as  wilderness  and 
a  no-wilderness  ciltemative. 

2.   REOCMIENDAITCTJ  AND  RAIICTIAIE  -  6,703    acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 

4,281    BIM  acres  recommended 
for  non-wilderness 

Ihe  61%  particil  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  this  WSA.  4,281  acres 
in  this  WSA  are  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness. 

Ihe  cill-wildemess  alternative  is  the  environmentally-preferred  alternative; 
however,  the  partial-wilderness  alternative  will  be  iirplemented  in  a  manner 
v*iich  will  use  cill  practical  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental 
inpacts.  In  addition  to  the  Federal  acreage  recoanmended  for  wilderness,  BLM 
recommends  that  740  acres  of  private  land  outside  the  WSA  boundary  be 



acxjuired  and  designated  as  wilderness.  With  acx^uisition  of  these  adjacent 
private  lands,  a  total  of  7,443  acres  are  recoramended  for  wilderness, 
i^pendix  1  lists  all  acquisition  and  provides  additional  information  on 
their  acquisition. 

i^roximately  28%  of  the  recommended  area  lies  within  the  canyon  rims  of 
Horse  Creek  and  Pit  River  and  approximately  72%  of  the  reccanmended  area 
consists  of  upland  areas  outside  the  canyons.  Ihis  area  was  found  to  have 
superior  wilderness  values.  The  naturalness  in  the  core  area  is  siiperior 

coitpared  to  the  non-reccramended  portion.  It  bears  virtually  no  iroprints  of 
man's  presence  and  because  of  the  steqp  tcpogra^iy  and  relative 
inaccessibility,  the  future  integrity  of  the  area  is  insured.  Solitude  is 
more  easily  attained  due  to  the  topographic  features  v^ch  isolate  visitors 
frcam  each  other  and  frcan  outside  intrusions.  Ihe  majority  of  recreational 
cpportunities  are  due  to  the  presence  of  the  canyon  and  river.  Ihe  river 
provides  an  excellent  recreationcil  fishery  throughout  its  length  and 
contains  numerous  other  features  such  as  hi(^  density  raptor  nesting  habitat 
on  the  canyon  walls,  hi^  archaeological  values,  and  hi^  scenic  quality  due 
to  the  steep  canyon  topograpiiy.  Ihe  area  has  a  Bailey/Kuchler  ecosystem 
classification  of  Sierran  Forest,  Western  Ponderosa  Forest.  Ihis  is 
currently  represented  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  (NWPS) 
by  only  one  small  area  in  the  Ihousand  Ii;Oa?.s  Wilderness  of  approximately  815 
acres. 

Resource  conflicts  were  not  a  significant  issue  in  this  area.  Grazing  use 
over  much  of  the  WSA  will  continue  but  is  restricted  by  topography.  Pit 
River  Canyon  itself  is  virtually  ungrazed.  Ihe  WSA  has  no  known  energy 
resources  and  mineral  potenticil  is  considered  lew.  Ihere  are  currently  only 
two  oil  and  gas  lease  applications,  no  geothermal  leases  or  lease 
applications,  and  two  mining  claims  within  VKA  boundaries.  Ihe  suitability 
recommendation  will  preclude  use  of  ̂ proximately  three  miles  of  primitive 
motorized  routes  of  travel. 

Areas  reconmended  as  non-suitable  (A,B,C,D)  differ  markedly  from  reccanraended 
suitable  areas  with  resp)ect  to  their  wilderness  characteristics.  Ihe 
nonsuitable  areas  contain  lower  quality  wilderness  characteristics. 
Conflicting  land  uses  on  adjacent  private  lands  iirpair  solitude  and  unusual 
boundary  configurations  inpair  manageability  for  wilderness  values.  Ihere 
are  approximately  five  miles  of  routes  of  travel  including  primitive  ways 
v^ch  will  be  available  for  vehicular  use.  Spjecific  rationale  apply  to  each 
of  four  areas  deleted  from  the  reccanmendation. 

In  the  far  northeastern  comer  of  the  WSA,  the  canyon  is  very  shallow.  Two 
narrow  fingers  of  the  WSA  (denoted  A)  flank  the  shallow  canyon.  Ihe  canyon 
itself  is  in  private  ownership  and  could  be  develcped  at  some  future  date. 
Ihe  eastern  boundary  is  the  railroad  line  v*iioh  at  this  p»int  is  at  canyon 

rim  level  and  at  some  pxDints  within  one-ei^th  mile  of  the  river.  Ihe 
western  boundary  is  private  lands  v^oh  are  developed  for  agriculture. 
Private  land  activities  west  of  the  WSA  boundary  and  within  the  canyon 
coupled  with  the  proximity  of  the  railroad  negate  c^portunities  for  solitude 
in  this  portion  of  the  WSA.  Naturalness  on  the  private  lands  is  severely 
degraded  by  livestock  grazing  in  the  riparian  zone.  Ihe  recoaopmended 



suitable  boundary  has  been  moved  south  to  the  end  of  the  river  segment  of 
private  lands  to  avoid  this  conflict  zone.  Natural  rock  barriers  also  deter 
livestock  frcm  encroaching  this  far  downstream  allowing  the  riparian  zone  to 
flourish  and  take  on  a  natural  appearance. 

A  second  zone  (denoted  B)  deleted  frcm  the  suitable  recconmendation  extends 
along  the  northern  boundary  from  just  northeast  of  First  Butte  westerly  to 
the  extreme  southern  end  of  Fourth  Butte.  Agricultural  activities  such  as 
plowing  and  harvesting  outside  the  WSA  in  Muck  Valley  iirpair  solitude  on  the 

north- facing  slopes  of  First  and  Second  Buttes.  Four  ways  and  a  water 
development  on  the  cpen,  flat  terrain  southwest  of  Second  Butte  render  this 
curea  less  naturcil  than  the  canyon  and  river  complex  recommended  as  suitable. 
The  recommended  suitable  boundary  has  been  moved  south  to  a  more 
recognizable  boundary  v*iioh  is  the  ridgeline  between  First  and  Second  Butte 
and  from  Second  Butte  south  along  a  ridgeline  to  the  section  line  between 
section  ei^t  and  seventeen.  The  boundary  follows  this  section  line  west  to 
the  WSA  bourxiary. 

A  third  zone  (denoted  C)  deleted  from  the  suitable  recommendation  includes 
the  northwestern  comer  of  the  VtSh.     The  river  canyon  <ypens  up  into  meadows 
and  braided  channels  v^iich  are  privately  owned  and  heavily  grazed.  The 
public  lands  are  outside  the  canyon  and  are  restricted  by  the  private  lands 
to  the  east  and  the  paved  Little  Valley  road  to  the  west.  The  public  lands 
are  relatively  flat  annual  grasslands  with  insufficient  visual  screening  to 
provide  c^3portunities  for  solitude.  Ihe  boundary  has  been  pulled  back  in 

this  area  to  an  east-west  line  throu^  the  ccammon  quarter  comer  of  sections 
13  and  14. 

A  fourth  zone  (denoted  D)  deleted  from  the  suitable  recommendation  includes 
the  southern  end  of  the  WSA  just  north  of  the  town  of  Little  Valley.  A 
subdivision  flanks  the  east  side  of  the  WSA  in  this  area.  Naturalness  is 

not  as  hi^  quality  as  the  recommended  suitable  area  and  evidence  of  man's 
presence  is  more  ajparent  due  to  cherrystem  roads,  fencing,  and  livestock 

water  developnents.  Ihe  boundary  has  been  moved  back  to  a  north-south  line 
throu^  the  common  west-sixteenth  comer  between  sections  29  and  32.  At 
tills  point  terrain  has  restricted  vehicle  and  livestock  encroachment  and  the 
natural  character  of  the  land  remains  intact. 
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TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Stuc^  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 

BLM  (surface  and  subsurface)  10,984 
Split  Estate   (BLM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 

Private    0 
Total  10,984 

Within  Recommended  Wilderness  Boundary 

Acres 

BLM           (within  WSA)  6,703 
BLM           (outside  WSA)  740 
Split  Estate   (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (outside  WSA)    0 

Total  BLM  Land  Reaanmended  for  Wilderness  7,443 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Within  Area  Not  Reccantttended  for  Wilderness 
Acres 

BLM  (surface  and  subsurface)  4,281 
Split  Estate   BLM  surface  only)    0 
Total  BLM  Land  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness  4,281 

3.   CRITERIA  OC^ISIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WILDERNESS  REOOMMENDATIQNS 

A.   Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.   Naturalness:  Ihe  Pit  River  Canyon  VISA   is  predcaminantly  natural 
with  negligible  human  iirprints.  Ihere  are  nine  small  stoclqonds 
less  than  one  acre  in  size  and  seven  miles  of  ways  vAiich  detract 
from  the  natural  condition  in  some  areas.  Section  2, 
Recommendation  and  Rationale  details  these  impacts  and  their 
effects  on  portions  of  the  WSA.  Visual  screening  and  tcpography 
isolate  the  reccanmended  suitable  area  v^ch  is  virtually  pristine 
in  character.  Livestock  grazing  iirpacts  are  negligible  in  the 
recommended  portion  due  to  tcpographic  barriers.  Water  quality  in 
the  Pit  River  is  low  as  the  flew  is  totally  adjudicated  to 
i:5)stream  users  and  in  the  summer  mainly  consists  of  return  flew 
frcm  agricultural  diversions.  Water  quantity  in  the  Pit  River 

varies  from  hi^  spring  flew  of  5-10,000  cfs  to  less  than  1  cfs 



in  late  summer.  Minimim  flews  have  been  adjudicated  by  the 
Califoinia  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board.  Working  with  the 
California  Department  of  Fish  &  Game,  it  was  determined  that  a 
miniinum  flew  of  50  cfs  was  needed  v*ien  the  flew  exceeded  that 

level  in  spring  and  summer  to  maintain  wildlife  and  riparian 
values.  Water  is  being  diverted  around  the  Pit  River  Canyon  for  a 

small  hydro-electric  pewer  project.  The  project  is  passing  50  cfs 
and  during  hi^  flew  periods  the  project  can  only  divert  a  maximum 
of  700  cfs  so  the  hi^  spring  flows  are  also  continuing. 

2.  Solitude:  The  rugged  nature  of  the  tcpography  of  Pit  River 
entrenched  in  hi^  canyon  walls  with  numerous  twists  and  bends 
provide  many  outstanding  qEportunities  for  solitude.  The  area  has 
the  capacity  to  isolate  visitors  frcm  the  outside  world  as  well  as 
from  other  visitors  to  the  area.  The  eastern  boundary  of  the  WSA 

is  a  Western  Pacific  railroad  right-of-way.  Throughout  most  of 
its  length,  hewever,  the  railroad  is  from  four  hundred  to  one 

thousand  feet  above  the  canyon  floor  and  from  one-quarter  to  one 
mile  away  frem  the  canyon  rim.  The  irtpact  of  the  railroad  along 
most  of  the  eastern  boundary  does  not  significantly  impact 
solitude.  Solitude  is  inpacted  in  some  parts  of  the  WSA  due  to 

txypoqra^Y,   elongated  boundary  configurations,  and  non-conforming 
uses  on  adjacent  lands.  Solitude  is  ijipac±ed  in  the  northeast  and 
northwest  comers  and  along  the  northern  boundary  v^ere  the 
Western  Pacific  railroad  line  is  dircictly  adjacent  to  the  WSA, 
vAiere  activities  on  adjacent  private  lands  conflict  with 
wilderness  management,  and  v^ere  the  paved  Little  Valley  Road 
flanks  a  narrcw  finger  of  the  WSA. 

This  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
qperating  areas  and  flight  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  teirporary  effects  on  solitude 
v*iich  are  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the 
defense  preparedness  of  tlie  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  The  diversity  of  the  area 
coupled  with  its  rugged  terrain  and  the  presence  of  Pit  River  and 
Horse  Creek,  two  perennial  watercourses,  provide  outstanding 
qEportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  types  of  recreation. 
Canyon  rims  and  botteans  provide  scenic  vistas  and  wildlife 

observation  opportunities  to  cross-country  hikers.  The  river 
itself  is  generally  unsuited  to  white-water  sports.  Outside  the 
recommended  suitable  area  (canyon  conplex)  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  are  more  limited  due  to  flat 
terrain  featuring  minor  relief  features  and  common  scenery. 

4.  Special  Features;  Pit  River  is  noted  for  its  hi^-density  raptor 
nesting  habitat  on  the  hi^  cliff  walls  v*iich  make  up  the  canyon. 
Golden  eagles  and  prairie  falcons  are  the  most  notable  species  but 

red-tailed  hawks,  American  kestrels,  great  homed  ewls,  and  bam 



cmIs  clLso  utilize  this  habitat.  Ihe  canyon  presides  an 
outstanding  opportunity  for  the  reintroduction  of  the  endangered 
American  peregrine  falcon. 

B.   Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  (NWPS^ 

1.  Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  c>s 
represented  bv  ecosystems;  This  WSA  contains  10,984  acres  of  the 
Sierran  Forest/Western  Ponderosa  Forest  ecosystem.  Wilderness 
designation  of  this  WSA  would  add  a  Icirge  area  to  an  ecosystem 
with  only  a  single  small  area  in  the  NWPS.  There  cire  presently 
only  815  existing  wilderness  acres  in  this  eootype.  The 
vegetation  in  the  WSA  does  not  actually  manifest  itself  as  a  true 
Western  Ponderosa  Forest  but  as  a  ponderosa  forest/sagebrush 
st^:pe/oak  woodland  ecotone  with  much  open  annual  grassland, 
brushland,  and  juniper  woodland.  Pine  occurs  in  isolated 
enclaves.  There  cire  two  other  units  in  this  eootype  v*iich  have 
been  studied  by  the  Redding  Resource  Area  of  the  Ukiah  District, 

Tijiibered  Crater  WSA  (CA-030-201)  and  Lava  WSA  (CA-030-203)  that 
have  been  given  unsuitable  reccammendations. 

TABLE  2  -  Ecosystem  Ri^resentation 

Bailey-Kiichler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas        Other  BIM  Studies 

Province/FNV   arecis   acres   areas   acres 

NATK^JWIDE 

Sierran  Forest/Western 
Ponderosa  Forest  1      815  2    28,666 

CALIFORNIA 

Sierran  Forest/Western 
Ponderosa  Forest  1      815  2     28,666 

2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 

within  a  day's  drivincr  time  (five  hours)  of  manor  population 
centers;  The  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  six  major 
metrcpolitan  areas.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of 

designated  areas  and  other  BIM  study  areas  within  a  five-hour 
drive  of  the  peculation  centers. 



TABIE  3  ~  Wilderness  CDEportunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Pc^xilation  Centers 

Peculation NWPS Areas Other  BIM  Studies 
Centers areas    acres areas acres 

California 

Sacrainento 46 5,001,817 87 2,479,541 
Redding 14 1,236,503 11 344,633 
Ctiico 16 

1,286,873 
13 430,822 

Marysville-Yuba  City 44 4,951,805 85 
2,459,500 

Nevada 

Reno 39 4,647,230 175 
6,904,809 

Orecfon 

Medford 31 2,440,081 
21 

730,038 

3.   Balancina  the aeoardi:diic distribution  of  wilderness areas:  There 

are  three  existing  units  of  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
System  within  fifty  miles  of  the  Pit  River  Canyon  WSA.  These 
areas  include  one  National  Park  Service  unit,  Lassen  Volcanic 
Nationcil  Park  and  two  U.S.  Forest  Service  areas.  Caribou  and 
Thousand  Lakes  wilderness  areas.  There  is  one  other  reccinmended 

suitable  BLM  WSA  within  fifty  miles  of  Pit  River  Cai^on. 

C.   Manageability 

The  entire  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  Hcwever,  there  is  a 
significant  difference  in  ease  of  manageability  between  the  portion 

recommended  for  wilderness  and  the  portion  recommended  for  non- 
wilderness. 

The  reccanmended  suitable  portion  can  be  easily  managed  as  wilderness 
due  to  the  ruggedness  of  the  terrain  v*iich  naturally  limits  vehicular 
access.  The  boundaries  are  easily  recognizable  and  thus  are  easily 
managed. 

The  recommended  nonsuitable  portion  is  difficult  to  manage  because  of 
cherrystem  roads  and  the  presence  of  ways.  Due  to  the  flat,  cpen 

terrain  in  this  area,  the  roads  provide  off -road  access  at  any  point 
along  their  length.  This  off-road  use  iropacts  solitude.  The  lack  of 
restrictive  features  to  limit  vehicular  access  makes  these  access 

routes  difficult  to  close  and  iirpairs  manageability. 

The  VKA  contains  no  private  inholdings;  hcwever,  due  to  the 
configuration  of  the  boundary  there  are  three  private  parcels  that, 
althou^  outside  the  WSA  boundary,  project  into  the  canyon.  The  WSA 
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bcfundaries  eire  not  easily  recognizable  in  these  areas.  Two  of  these 
parcels  extend  to  the  canyon  bottom  crossing  the  river,  creating 

potential  trespass  problems  v*iich  could  restrict  throu^-canyon  access 
and  ultimately  recreational  activities  such  as  hiking  and  fishing 
throng  the  canyon.  Ihe  peiroels  catprise  740  acres  reccmmended  for 
acquisition  throu^  land  exchange  with  willing  owners. 

Scrae  flow  of  water  throu^  the  canyon  is  necessary  to  maintain  the 
aesthetic  value  of  running  water  and  pool  reflections  in  the  canyon. 
It  is  cilso  needed  for  maintaining  the  wildlife  and  riparian  habitat 
that  provides  the  contrast  of  lush  green  vegetation  in  the  canyon 
bottom.  The  flew  does  virtually  cease  during  late  summer  months, 
however  the  scenic  river  pools  are  maintained  throu^out  this  period. 
This  summer  flew  regime  of  less  than  1  cfs  had  been  occurring  prior  to 
CXJtober  1,  1976.  A  flow  of  50  cfs  fills  the  present  channel  throui^ 
the  canyon.  It  is  needed  to  maintain  wilderness  values  vAienever  water 
is  flcwing  at  or  above  the  50  cfs  rate  of  flew. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well 
as  the  wilderness  resource. 

D.   Enerqv  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  Known  at  Time  of  Preliminary  Suitability 
Recommendation : 

Ihe  geology  and  mineralization  of  the  Pit  River  WSA  is  described  in  the 
Alturas  Resource  Management  Plan  (RMP)  completed  December  5,  1983.  BIM 
data  in  the  Affected  Environment  section  of  the  RMP  EIS  indicate  the 

WSA  is  underlain  by  beisalt  and  cLLluvium.  There  are  no  known 
occurrences  of  mineral  resources.  No  oil  and  gas  or  geothermal  leases 
have  been  filed  in  the  WSA,  and  no  mining  activity  has  been  observed. 

Ihe  Pit  River  Canyon  WSA  EIS  also  references  the  absence  of  any 
potenticil  mineral  resources  or  previous  mining  activity. 

2.  Summary  of  Significant  New  Mineral  Resource  Data  Collected  Since 
Suitability  Recommendation  Which  Should  be  Considered  in  the  Final 

Recommendation :  In  May  and  June  of  1984  the  U.S.  Geological 
Survey  (USGS)  and  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  conducted  mineral 
surveys  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Ihe  results  of  the 

mineral  surveys  were  published  in  1986  in  USGS  Bulletin  1706-E. 
That  r^jort  indicates  that  the  Pit  River  Canyon  WSA  contains  no 
identified  minercil  resources.  Geochemical  stream  sediment 

sanpling  and  analysis  did  not  show  anomalous  concentrations  of  any 
element  indicative  of  mineralized  rock  in  the  drainage  area. 
Gecphysical  surveys  shewed  the  area  to  be  typiccil  continental 



basedtlc  terrain.  No  mines  or  prospects  were  observed  in  the  area,  and 
rock  types  that  typiccLLly  host  inetal  d^xDsits  are  absent.  Ihe  r^»rt 
suramarizes  the  potentied  of  the  cirea  for  the  ocxairrenoe  of  gold, 
silver,  diatomite,  oil  and  gas,  and  geothermal  energy  as  lew. 

There  is  basalt  suitable  for  aggregate  and  fill,  but  the  same  type  of 
matericil  is  abundant  closer  to  potential  markets. 

As  of  January  13,  1988  there  were  no  unpatented  mining  claims  on  record 
located  within  the  Pit  River  WSA.  Because  of  the  lew  potential  for 
mineral  resources,  no  minercLL  potential  map  was  pr^)ared  for  this 
document. 
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E.       Ijnpacts  on  Resources 

Table  4  -  Oaooparative  Summary  of  the  Impacts  by  Alternative 
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F.  LocclL  Social  and  Ecxjronic  Considerations 

No  local  social  or  econcstnic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  Final 
Environmentcil  Inpact  Statement.  Iherefore  no  further  discussion  of 
this  topic  will  occur  in  this  document. 

G.  Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Ccanments 

1.  Inventory  ]:Aiase;  A  large  number  of  ccaranents  supported  the 
designation  of  the  area  as  a  WSA.  Others  addressed  extending  the 
boundaries  as  a  buffer  zone  for  protecting  the  canyon  and 

wildlife.  A  few  letters  favored  multiple-use  management, 
livestock  management,  and  general  recreation. 

2.  Study  rdiase:  A  total  of  67  ccanments  were  submitted,  both  oral  and 
written,  on  the  Alturas  Resource  Area  draft  resource  management 

plan  and  environmental  iitpact  statement  during  the  90-day  public 
ccatiment  period  vAiich  ended  July  15,  1983.  Of  the  67  ccamments,  55 
made  scare  reference  to  the  wilderness  portion  of  the  RMP.  A 
formal  public  hearing  was  held  on  May  23,  1983,  in  McArthur, 
California.  Ihe  hearing  was  announced  throijgh  a  news  release, 
personal  coaoDDmunication  and  the  Federal  Register  on  /^ril  20,  1983. 

Of  the  55  written  and  oral  ccanments  received  for  the  record,  four 
indicated  approval  of  the  BIM  DEIS  Preferred  Alternative  in  v^ole 

or  part.  Forty-seven  reccanmended  the  all-wilderness  alternative. 
One  response  recommended  the  no-wilderness  alternative.  Two 
comments  proposed  boundary  modifications  for  the  Pit  River  Canyon 
WSA.  One  comment  took  no  position  but  questioned  the  overall 
adequacy  of  the  entire  document  including  wilderness. 

^fost  of  those  favoring  wilderness  designation  believed  there  are 
not  enoui^  areas  being  protected  to  preserve  their  wilderness 
values.  Follcwing  are  the  more  common  reasons  given  in  support  of 
wilderness  designation  for  Pit  River  Canyon:  It  will  provide 
maximum  protection  of  vegetation,  including  riparian  areas;  it 
provides  habitat  for  mammal  and  raptor  species;  archaeological 
sites  will  be  protected;  lack  of  resource  conflicts;  the  areas  add 
diversity  to  the  California  Wilderness  System;  and  it  preserves 
primitive  recreational  c^portunities. 

Those  supporting  the  preferred  alternative  believe  the  concerns 
for  resources,  local  economic,  and  wilderness  are  in  proper 
balance. 

No  ccraments  on  the  draft  EIS  were  received  from  other  government 

agencies  vdiich  pertained  to  wildema«;s- 
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APPENDIX  1 

ESTIMATED  COSTS  OF  ACQUISITION  OF  NON-FEDERAL  HOLDINGS  WITHIN 
AREAS  RECOMMENDED  FOR  DESIGNATION 

PIT  RIVER  CANYON  WSA  (CA-020-103) 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

PARCEL 

No.   TWNSHP  RNG  SEC  MERIDIAN  ACREAGE 

1  36N.   7E.  9&16  MDM 

2  36N.   7E.  30    MDM 

3  36N.   7E.  23    SBM 

TYPE  OF ESTIMATED 

OWNERSHIP COST  OF 
BY  ESTATE 

ACQUISITION 

NUMBER PRESENTLY PREFERRED 
LAND 

PROCESSING 

TOTAL 
OF 

SURFACE  SUBSURFACE PROPOSED  FOR METHOD  OF COSTS COSTS 

ACREAGE OWNERS ESTATE    ESTATE ACOUISITION ACOUISITION ($1000) ($1000) 

660 1 PRIVATE  PRIVATE 

YES 

EXCHANGE N/A 9.3 40 
1 PRIVATE  PRIVATE 

YES 
EXCHANGE N/A 

6.2 

40 

1 PRIVATE  PRIVATE 
YES 

EXCHANGE N/A 6.2 

These  figures  were  derived  from  Bureau  Land  Records  and  provide  for  more  detail  than  GIS  estimates  and  therefore 

may  differ  from  acreage  summaries  in  Table  1. 



Tule  Mountain 
CA-020-211 





TOIE  M3UWIMN  WIIDERNESS  SIUEY  AREA   fWSA) 

CA-020-211 

1.        THE  STUDY  AREA 17,860  acres 

The  Tule  Mountain  WSA  is  located  in  northeastern  Lassen  County,  Ccilifomia 
with  afproximately  750  acres  lying  in  southern  Modoc  CJounty.  The  WSA  is 

located  twenty-five  miles  south  of  Alturas,  California  on  the  east  side  of 
U.S.  Highway  395.  The  WSA  includes  16,998  acres  of  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (BLM)  land  and  862  acres  of  private  inholdings  (see  Map  1  and 
Table  1). 

The  WSA  is  rou^ily  diamond-shaped.  The  northeastern  boundary  is  an 
annually  maintained  dirt  road  kncwn  as  the  Tule  Mountain  Access  Road. 
There  are  four  places  along  this  boundary  v*iere  the  WSA  line  deviates  from 
the  access  road  to  exclude  private  land  v*iich  intrude  into  the  WSA.  The 
southeastern  boundary  is  an  uniirproved  dirt  road  f  rem  McKabe  Flat  to  the 
north  end  of  Moon  Lake  continuing  along  the  northwest  shoreline  to  the  south 
end  of  the  WSA.  The  entire  western  boundary  is  a  maintenance  road  v*iich 
parcLLlels  the  Southern  Pacific  Railroad.  There  are  four  exc^jtions  cLLong 
the  boundary  vdiere  private  lands  intrude  into  the  WSA  and  the  boundary  is 
drawn  to  exclude  these  from  the  WSA. 

The  main  feature  of  the  WSA  is  a  rounded  mountain  with  its  apex 

approximately  centered  in  the  unit.  Elevation  ranges  fron  4900'  to  7098* 
v*iich  is  the  hi<^est  point  of  BIM  land  in  the  Alturas  Resource  Area.  The 
mountain  is  drained  by  many  shallow,  intermittent  drainages  that  are  dry  for 
most  of  the  year.  The  WSA  is  in  the  sagebrush  steppe  ecotype  with 

sagebrush- juniper  being  the  doninant  vegetative  cooranunity.  Ufper  elevations 
include  approximately  150  acres  of  vAiite  fir/Jeffrey  pine  classified  cis 

coaranercial  timber  land." 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLFMA)  and  suitability  reccmmendations  were  analyzed  in  the 
Alturas  Resource  Area  Fined  Environmental  Iitpact  Statement  of  1987.  Two 

different  suitability  recoammendations  were  ansilyzed  in  the  EIS:  an  all- 
wilderness  eiltemative  and  a  no-^ildemess  alternative. 

2.   REOOMMENDATTOf  AND  RATIONAIE  - 

16,998 

acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 
BLM  acres  recommended 

for  non-wilderness 

No  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  this  WSA.  The  entire  acreage  in 
this  WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  The  all-wilderness 

alternative  is  considered  to  be  the  environmentally-preferred  alternative  as 



it  would  result  in  the  least  change  from  the  natural  environment  over  the 

long  term.  The  no-wilderness  alternative  will  be  iitplemented  in  a  manner 
vdiidh  will  use  eill  practical  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental 
iiipacts. 

Ihou^  the  wilderness  values  described  in  Section  2(c)  of  the  Wilderness  Act 
are  present  in  the  VSA,  the  values  were  not  considered  of  hi^  enou^ 
quality  to  warrant  wilderness  designation.  Ihe  WSA  does  not  contain  any 
significant  single  feature  or  caribination  of  features  such  as  vegetation, 
tcpDgra{*iy,  wildlife,  geology,  or  cultural  and  historic  features.  The 
sagebrush  and  juniper  covered  slcpes  cire  ccsnmon  to  the  curea.  Tule  Mountain 
is  similar  to  many  other  locations  nearby.  Shinn  Peaks,  Likely  Mountain, 
McDoncild  Peak  and  many  other  nearby  hills  eire  similar  in  their  appearance, 

differing  only  in  that  they  have  more  roads  or  other  man-made  disturbances. 
There  is  nothing  out  of  the  ordinary  that  would  distinguish  Tule  Mountain 
and  make  it  a  worthv*iile  addition  to  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation 

System  (NWPS) . 

The  WSA  is  mostly  natural  with  the  exception  of  numerous  ways.  The  unit  is 
nearly  bisected  by  the  two  cherrystemmed  roads  both  going  to  the  top  of  Tule 

Mountain.  The  two  roads  cone  within  less  than  one-half  mile  of  meeting. 
There  cire  approximately  20  miles  of  routes  of  travel  including  primitive 
ways,  washes  and  other  unmaintained  routes  of  access  vAiich  will  remain 
available  for  vehicular  use.  It  is  eiq^ected  to  remain  in  a  relatively 
natural  condition  regardless  of  wilderness  designation  due  to  lack  of 
resource  demands.  Resource  conflicts  were  not  a  factor  in  the  non-suitable 
recaranendation . 

Visitor  use  is  1cm  in  the  WSA  with  the  exertion  of  seasonal  use  for  mule 
deer  and  iipland  game  hunting  c^jportunities.  The  lew  visitor  use  reflects 
the  lack  of  variety  and  diversity  of  recreationcil  c^jportunities  as  well  as 
lack  of  specicil  features. 
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TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 
BIM          (surface  and  subsurface)  16,998 
Split  Estate   (BLM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  862 

Total  17,860 

Within  Reccanmended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 

BIM          (within  WSA)  0 
BIM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness  0 

Inholdings  Acres 
State  0 
Private  0 

Within  Area  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness 

BIM  (surface  and  subsurface)  16,998 
Split  Estate   (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness        16,998 

3.   CRITERIA  OaJSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  IHE  WIIDERNESS  REOCMffiNDATICTJS 

A.   Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness:  The  WSA  is  essentially  natural  in  character. 
Naturalness  is  sojnev\*iat  inpaired  by  the  presence  of  ei^t  ways 
with  a  sum  total  of  20  miles  in  length.  Ihere  are  also  24  small 

livestock  stock  ponds  and  approximately  two  miles  of  hand-cut 
fireline.  Two  cherrystemmed  roads  identified  during  the 
wilderness  inventory  penetrate  the  WSA  frcan  the  east  and  west 
boundaries  and  end  within  one-half  mile  of  each  other  near  the 
center  of  the  unit.  Each  of  these  roads  is  approximately  three 
miles  in  length.  Althou^  they  are  tedhnically  outside  the  WSA, 
they  nearly  bisect  the  unit.  Tcpogra^iic  and  vegetative  screening 
absorb  enou^  of  these  irtpacts  that,  on  the  v^iole,  the  area 
retains  its  natural  character. 

2.  Solitude:  The  size  of  the  WSA  lends  itself  to  achieving  a  feeling 
of  solitude.  TcpograpAiic  and  vegetative  screening  serve  to 
enhance  tiie  ability  of  a  visitor  to  find  seclusion  from  other 



visitors  to  the  cirea.  With  the  exc3^)tion  of  infrequent 

maintenance  of  range  inprovement  and  off-hi^way  vehicle  use  on 
the  numerous  ways,  there  are  no  activities  within  the  WSA  vAiich 
would  detract  from  the  solitude  a  visitor  would  experience.  Ihe 
viewshed  from  the  mountain  includes  the  tcwns  of  LdJcely  and 
Madeline,  U.S.  Highway  395,  and  a  new  inactive  Southern  Pacific 
Railroad  line.  Sounds  of  the  hi^iway  are  audible  from  much  of  the 
WSA. 

Ihis  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  cis  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  talcing  place  in  ̂ proved  military 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  terrporary  effects  on  solitude 
v*iich  are  deemed  necessary  and  acc^Dtable  sis  a  part  of  the 
defense  preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  Large  size,  tcpograjAiy,  and 
vegetation  provide  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined 
types  of  recreation  such  as  hiking,  horseback  riding,  hunting, 
etc.  The  area  does  not  possess  any  unique  naturcil  features, 
diverse  or  challenging  terrain  to  provide  outstanding  recreation 

cYportunities.  Very  little  non-motorized  recxeationsil  use  of  the 
area  has  been  observed. 

4.  Special  Features;  The  WSA  contains  no  special  features. 

B.   Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.   Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  featuires  as 
represented  bv  ecosystems:  This  WSA  contains  16,998  acres  of  the 
Intermountain  Sagebrush/Sagebrush  St^pe  ecosystem.  The  Tule 
Mountain  WSA  would  not  be  a  significant  addition  to  the  diversity 
of  the  NWPS. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification  NWPS  Arects        Other  BWl  Studies 

Province/FNV   areas   acres   cireas   acres 

NAnOJWIDE 
Intermountain 

Sagebrush/ 
Sagebrush  Steppe  3    76,699      136   4,353,342 

CALIFORNIA 

Intermountain 

Sagebrush/ 
Sagebrush  St^pe  1    31,295        4     135,433 



2.   Expandincf  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 

within  a  day's  drivincf  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population 
centers;  Ihe  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  six  major 
metropolitan  areas.  Table  3  suramarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of 

designated  eireas  and  other  BIM  stucfy  areas  within  a  five-hour 
drive  of  the  population  centers. 

Table  3  -  Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Population  Centers 

Population 
Centers   

CcLlifomia 

Sacramento 
Redding 
Chico 
Yuba  City 

Oregon 

Medford 

Nevada 

Reno 

NWPS Areas Other  BIM  Studies 
areas    acres areas acres 

46 5,001,817 87 
2,479,541 

14 1,236,503 11 344,633 
16 1,286,873 13 430,822 44 

4,951,805 85 
2,459,500 

31 2,440,081 21 730,038 

39 4,647,230 175 
6,904,809 

3.   Balancing  the  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas:  There 
is  one  existing  unit  of  the  NWRS  within  50  air  miles  of  the  Tule 
Mountain  WSA.  The  unit  is  the  South  Warner  Wilderness  managed  by 
the  USES.  There  are  seven  other  reccramended  suitable  BIM  WSA's 
within  50  air  miles  of  Tule  Mountain  WSA:  Pit  River  Canyon, 
Tunnison  Mountain,  Skedaddle  Mountain,  Dry  Valley  Rim,  TWin  Peaks, 
Hi^  Rock  Canyon,  and  Massacre  Rim. 

C.   Manageabil  ity 

The  Tule  Mountain  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness,  althou^  seme 
management  problems  do  exist.  The  WSA  contains  four  inholding  parcels 
totcilling  862  acres.  These  parcels  are  grazing  land  that  have  a  few 
range  inprovement  facilities  such  cis  stock  ponds,  spring  develc^xnents, 
and  windmills.  Use  of  these  lands  is  not  likely  to  change  in  the  near 
future;  however,  landowners  will  want  to  maintain  access  using 
existing  ways  as  vehicular  access  to  maintain  and  irrprove  existing 
facilities  on  their  lands. 

Thoui^  road  closures  could  be  iirplemented  on  the  20  miles  of  existing 
ways  in  the  WSA,  an  estimated  75%  of  the  closures  would  be  ineffective 
at  preventing  continuing  vehicle  use.  This  is  especially  true  during 



the  deer  seascai.  In  most  areas  cross-ocfuntry  atxsss  is  not  adequately 
restricted  by  terrain  to  prevent  circumventing  road  bcirriers.  Solitude 
and  naturalness  would  continue  to  be  subject  to  inpairment  despite 
management  efforts. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well 
as  the  wilderness  resource. 

D.   Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  information  known  at  time  of  preliminary  suitable 
reccmnendat ion ;  Ihe  geology  and  mineralization  of  the  Tule 
Mountain  WSA  is  described  in  the  Alturas  Resource  Area  Resource 

Management  Plan  (FMP)  ccwopleted  December  5,  1983.  The  WSA 
contains  ccxnmercial  flat  rock.  The  occurrence  of  medium  to  fine 

grained  basalt  that  weathers  into  flat  plates  1.5  to  4  inches 
thick  was  documented  near  the  tqp  of  Tule  Mountain. 

Uhkncwn  potenticil  Geology-Energy-Mineral  (GEM)  resources  may  exist 
within  the  WSA  for  geothermal  or  hot  water  resources.  Two  areas 
outside  the  WSA  but  within  a  quarter  mile  of  the  WSA  boundary 
contain  warm  springs  (Sl/2  sec.  22,  T.  39  N. ,  R.  13  E.,  and  NEl/4 
sec.  6,   T.  38  N.  R.  14  E.)  A  region  of  geothermal  potential 
includes  the  north  half  of  the  VKA. 

Ihe  mineral  potential  of  this  area  is  lew.  Ihe  basalt  found  near 
the  top  of  Tule  Mountain  could  be  used  as  a  decorative  stone 
Ccilled  flat  rock  or  lava  moss  rock,  but  this  deposit  has  not  been 
exploited  due  to  poor  access  and  because  flat  rodk  is  available 
from  other  locations.  Ihe  geothermal  resources  in  this  area  could 
be  used  for  direct  heat,  but  there  are  no  known  geothermal 
resources  considered  hot  enou^  for  power  generation. 

Ihere  cire  no  existing  mining  claims. 

i^proximately  1,600  acres  were  under  lease  for  oil  and  gas.  These 
are  hi^ily  speculative  as  potential  for  discovery  or  production  is 
considered  very  low. 

2.  Summary  of  significant  new  mineral  resource  data  collected  since 
suitability  recommendation  v^ich  should  be  considered  in  the  final 
recommendation :  Since  the  area  was  recommended  eis  non-suitable 
for  wilderness  designation  there  were  no  mineral  surveys  conducted 
by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  and/or  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey. 

Ihe  two  non-ccanrpetitive  oil  and  gas  leases  have  been  terminated 
due  to  nonpayment.  A  secirdh  of  BIM  records  on  March  25,  1988 
indicated  that  there  are  no  mining  claims  or  mineral  leases  in  the 
WSA. 



E. 

BIM  has  not  received  any  new  information  from  any  source  about 
mineral  resources  since  the  final  EIS  was  published. 
Because  of  lew  potential  for  mineral  resources  no  mineral 
potential  map  was  pr^jared  for  this  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Resources 

Table  4  -  Conparative  Summary  of  the  Iirpacts  by  Alternative 

RESOJICE ago-wnxEFNEss/No  ACnCN) 
ANrWINH^KNhSS 

WildRTTIR^^ There  wnuld  be  slii^  to  minor 
iitpacts  en  naturalness,  sciLi- 
tude,  and  primitive  and  unocn- 
f ined  rHJxeaticn  throu^xut 

the  WBA  eicce^  for  diorl-term 
and  localized  ac^/erse  mpacts. 
Ocntinued  mctorized  racreatijcn 
ijse  (1,100  visitor  days)  wxiLd 
nssult  in  a  minor  iitpac±  to 
nrihiralnPKS  as  well  as  dxart- 
tenn  mcx3erate  infact  to  soli- 

tude (Jjring  the  two  week  deer 

hunting  saa-sm.    The  pre- 
scribed bum  would  have  a 

minor  short-terra  urpact  en 
nrThirrilnpf«  within  the  2,000- 
acce  bum  area  with  minor 
mpacts  to  soliti.]de  over  the 
three  day  cperaticn.    Turber 
harvesting  would  ixrpair 
naturalness  within  a  151  acre  area 
and  disript  solitude  for  two 
mcnths  every  20  to  30  years. 
Other  activities  including 
fuelwDod  harvesting  and 

roainbenance  of  existing  live- 
stock facilities  would  result 

in  negligible  to  minor  local- 
ized inpacts  particularly  to 

solitude. 

Wilderness  designaticn  would 
have  a  slu^  benefit  en 
wildpmpf=v=;  valiips.    As  a 
result  of  precluding 

existing  motorized  recrea- ticn use,  tiiiber  harvesting, 

and  fiiplwnnri  oitting  wilder- 
ness values  voild  be  re- 

tained and  sli^Ttly  en- 
hanced, particularly  natu- 

ralnesR  and  solitude.    Aidi- 

timolly^   Img-tfirm  prnt-pn- ticn  fran  unanticipated 
futuDS  acticns  that  oould 

result  in  fxt<=nt.ial  adverse 
inpacts  wculd  be  pnivided. 

Vktacized 
Racreaticn 
Use 

There  wduM  be  no  iiipa:±  en 
motorized  recreaticn  use  in 
the  VGA.    Ihe  current  1,100 
ds^  of  motorized  recreaticn 
use  WDuld  renain  stable  with 

the  QTtire  VGA  cpai  to  motor- 
ized vehicle  use  including  20 

miles  of  primitive  vidiide 

MDtorized  recreaticn  use 

t^i^p^^^rrJ  1,000  viRitrrr  days 
waild  be  foregcne.    Ihis  would 
result  in  a  minor  utpact  as 
the  WSA  vcuM  udiLLrue  to  have 
v<=hicle  ampRs,  partinilarly 
for  hunting,  available  arixmd 
the  perimeter  Dion  boundary 
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HetHe  4  -  Ctnparative  Summary  of  the  Iiipa:±s  ty  Alternative  (Ocnt'd) 

i.SSI)K-KKIA'l'N) FPDPCSED  PCnOi AiJrwrrifj^Hss 
RESGURJE rND-WniEFNESS/WD  ACnCN) ACrEFN?m[VE 

M±arized use  including  20  miles  of roads  and  from  six  miles  of 
Recieaticn 

Ifee  (Ctnt'd) 

primitive  vdiicle  routFs. ciierry  stenned  roads  viiich 

paietLcite  tlje  oaitr'al  potticn 
of  the  VGA. 

livestock Ihere  would  be  no  iirpact  en An  inciBase  of  66  ALMs,  or 
Grazing  and livestock  grazing  and  range less  than  three  pero?nt.  of 
Range urpravenents.    A  2,000-acane tte  curreit  2,570  ALMs 
IirprDvanents prescribed  bum  vculd  be  per- allotted within  th?  WSA 

mitted  rF=siiLtirrj  in  an  in- would be  f oregcre  as  a  re- 
crease of  66  AUfe  for  a sult  of  precluding  a  pro- 

paxgected total  of  2,636  fiJMs. posed  2,000-Tacre  prescribed 
bum.    This  wduM  result  in 

a  sli^t  iirpact  en  livestock 

grazing  and  range  iitprove- merits. 

Local  Social  and  Econcmic  Considerations 

No  IocclL  socicil  or  econcanic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  Final 

Environmental  Iirpact  Statement.  Therefore  no  further  discussion  of 
this  tcpic  will  occur  in  this  document. 

Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Comments 

A  total  of  67  coanments  were  sutanitted,  both  oral  and  written,  on  the 
Alturas  Resource  Area  draft  resource  management  plan  and  environmental 

inpact  statement  during  the  90-day  public  ccanraent  period  v*iich  ended 
July  15,  1983.  Of  the  67  comments,  55  made  scaive  reference  to  the 
wilderness  portion  of  the  RMP.  A  formal  hearing  was  announced  throu^ 
a  news  release,  personal  ccanmunication  and  the  Federal  Register  on 
i^ril  20,  1983. 

Of  the  55  written  and  oral  comments  received  for  the  record,  four 
indicated  approvcil  of  the  BUM  DEIS  Preferred  Alternative  in  vdiole  or 

part.  Forty-seven  recommended  the  All-Wilderness  Alternative.  One 
response  reccanmended  the  No-Wilderness  Alternative.  Two  comments 
prcposed  boundary  modifications  for  the  Tule  Mountain  WSA.  One  comment 
took  no  position  but  questioned  the  overall  adequacy  of  the  entire 
document  including  wilderness. 

Most  of  those  favoring  wilderness  designation  believed  there  are  not 
enou^  areas  being  protecrted  to  preserve  their  wilderness  values. 
Follcwing  are  the  more  common  reasons  given  in  support  of  wilderness 
designation  for  Tule  Mountain:  It  will  provide  maximum  protection  of 
vegetation,  including  riparian  areas;  it  provides  habitat  for  mammal 



and  r^jtor  species;  archaeological  sites  will  be  protected;  lack  of 
resource  conflicts;  the  area  adds  diversity  to  the  California 
Wilderness  System;  and  it  preserves  primitive  recreational 
(Importunities . 

Those  SL^jporting  the  preferred  alternative  believe  the  concerns  for 
resources,  local  economic,  and  wilderness  are  in  prefer  balance. 
No  coraments  on  the  draft  EIS  were  received  from  other  government 
agencies  vdiich  pertained  to  wilderness. 
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Tunnison 
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CA-020-311 





lUNNISGN  MDUmSON  WIUXSNESS  SIU£K  AREA  (WSA) 

(CA-020-311) 

1.   THE  glUDY  AREA     20,437  acres 

The  Tunnison  Mountain  WSA  is  located  in  Lassen  Count^jr,  California.  Ihe  VISA 
contains  19,884  acres  of  Bureau  of  Land  Managetnent  (BIM)  land  and  553  acres 
of  private  land  located  in  13  parcels  varying  in  size  frxam  10  to  160  acres. 
The  nearest  cities  are  Susanville,  California,  located  seven  miles 
southwest,  and  Reno,  Nevada  80  miles  southeast  of  the  WSA  (see  Map  1  and 
Table  1) . 

Ihe  WSA  boundary  is  a  mixture  of  dirt  roads,  non  public  land,  and  on  the 

south,  an  unnatural  logged  area.  Beginning  in  the  north,  the  WSA's  western 
boundary  follows  Horse  Lake  Road,  an  unnamed  four  mile  dirt  road,  and 
private  land.  On  the  south,  the  boundary  extends  southeast  around  private 
land  and  follows  a  1cm  ridge  south  of,  and  adjacent  to.  Willow  Creek  Canyon. 

This  1-1/2  mile  segment  of  the  southern  boundary  marks  the  northern  side  of 
an  unnatural  eurea  deleted  from  the  WSA  during  the  initial  inventory  study 
because  of  the  inpacts  of  past  logging  activities.  The  southern  boundary 
continues  southeast  extending  around  one  mile  of  a  cherrysteramed  road  then 
follows  an  unnamed  road  southeast  three  miles  to  private  land.  On  the  east, 

the  boundary  extends  north  along  Pete's  Valley  Road,  private  land,  around  a 
1-1/2  mile  cherrystem  road,  cilong  more  private  land  cind  then  extends 
northwest  along  the  Pete's  Valley-Mapes  Spring  road  to  Horse  Lake  Road. 

The  WSA  is  approximately  3-1/2  miles  wide  by  10  miles  long.  Elevations  vary 
from  4200'  to  6400'.  Three  tcpographic  features  dominate  the  WSA:  Horse 
Lake  Mountain,  a  5-1/2  mile  long  north-south  ridge  in  the  northern  half  of 
the  WSA,  Tunnison  Mountain,  a  4-1/2  mile  long  northwest-southeast  ridge  in 
the  southern  half  of  the  WSA  and  Willow  Creek  Canyon,  a  50'  to  200'  deep 
canyon  that  flows  6-1/2  miles  west  to  east  throui^  the  VKA.  Both  Horse  Lake 
and  Tunnison  Mountains  are  relatively  narrow  (one  to  three  miles  wide)  with 
numerous  small  peaks  along  their  ridge  crests.  These  mountains  consist  of 
an  almost  continuous  chain  of  small  ridgecrest  peaks  with  numerous  drainages 
of  various  widths  and  depths  radiating  from  the  ridgecrest.  Most  of  the 
drainages  flow  into  Willow  Creek.  Many  small  springs  seep  from  the  lower 
southern  and  ecistem  sieves  of  Horse  Lake  Mountain.  Numerous  stringer 
meadows  are  located  around  and  below  these  springs. 

Willow  Creek  is  a  perennial  stream  that  bisects  the  southern  edge  of  the 
WSA.  The  stream  forms  a  shallow  wooded  canyon  on  the  western  edge  of  the 
WSA  and  gradually  cuts  deeper  into  the  lava  terrain  as  it  flows  east.  The 

eastern  three  miles  of  Willow  Creek  form  a  winding  "U"  shaped  canyon  100  to 
200  feet  deep  in  a  dry  sage/grassland  area.  Willow  Creek's  riparian 
vegetation  is  in  fair  to  good  condition  above  the  confluence  with  Pete's 
Creek  v^ere  a  juniper  pine  woodland  exists.  Below  the  confluence,  condition 
is  fair  to  poor.  Willow  Creek  Canyon  contains  one  of  the  higher  quality 
perennial  streams  throughout  the  region  and  is  the  most  distinctive  physical 
feature  in  the  WSA. 



Plant  life  is  primarily  bunch  grasses,  annual  grasses,  sagebrush,  scattered 
juniper  and  isolated  patches  of  mountain  mahogany  at  the  hi^er  elevations 
in  the  majority  of  the  WSA  located  north  of  Willcw  Creek.  Ihe  riparian 
vegetation  along  Willcw  Creek  includes  sedges,  grasses  and  occasional 
willows.  Scattered  ponderosa  pine  and  juniper  cLLso  grow  within  the  segment 

of  Willow  Creek  Canyon  above  Pete's  Creek  as  well  as  throu^out  the  area 
between  Willcw  Creek  and  the  WSA's  southern  boundary.  No  threatened  or 
endangered  plant  species  occur  within  the  WSA. 

Ihe  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLEMA) .  Various  alternatives  were  analyzed  in  the  Draft  and 

Final  Eagle  La3ce-Cedarville  Wilderness  Environmental  Iirpact  Statement  (EIS) . 
Four  (4)  different  alternatives  were  analyzed  in  the  EIS:  partial  wilderness 
vdiere  39%  of  the  WSA  would  be  designated  wilderness,  partial  wilderness 
vy*iere  73%  of  the  WSA  would  be  designated  wilderness,  all  wilderness  and  no 
wilderness. 

REOC^IMENDAITQN  AND  RATIONAIE   7,889    acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 

11,995    BUM  acres  reccaranended 
for  non-wilderness 

Ihirty-nine  percent  partial  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  this  WSA. 
11,995  acres  in  this  WSA  are  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness. 

The  all-wilderness  eiltemative  is  the  environmentally  preferred  alternative 
because  it  would  result  in  the  least  change  from  the  existing  natural 
environment  over  time.  Ihe  selected  alternative  will  be  implemented  in  a 
manner  vdiich  will  use  all  practical  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental 
impacts. 

The  part  of  the  WSA  reccanmended  for  wilderness  designation  is  recommended 
primarily  because  the  area  contains  good  wilderness  qualities.  The  areas 
not  reccanmended  for  wilderness  have  manageability  prc±>lems  or  have  resource 
conflicts  with  future  utility  corridor  alignments. 

The  reccanmended  wilderness  area  provides  good  c^portunities  for  solitude  and 

primitive  recreation  in  a  natural  setting.  The  area's  two  main  tcpograj^c 
features,  Tunnison  Mountain  and  Willcw  Creek  Canyon,  afford  numerous  places 
vAiere  the  visitor  can  experience  solitude  and  enjoy  exploration,  hiking  and 

si^tseeing.  Willow  Creek  Canyon  sufports  a  trout  fishery  vtiere  trophy-size 
German  browns  can  be  cau^t.  Petroglyp*is  can  be  seen  along  the  canyon 
Wcills.  The  canyon  extends  from  a  wooded  pine  forest  into  the  arid  Great 
Basin.  Widely  varied  scenery  and  plants  accompany  this  transition  within 
the  WSA.  Tunnison  Mountain  is  a  varied  mix  of  ridges,  stringer  meadows, 
mountain  mahogany  thickets  and  open  sieves.  Numerous  terrain  and  vegetation 
variations  afford  good  ofportunities  for  solitude  and  exploration. 
Contrasting  views  of  the  lush  Willow  Creek  Valley  to  the  west  and  the  arid 
Tablelands  and  desert  peaks  to  the  east  reward  those  v*io  hike  to  the  top  of 

Tunnison  Mountain's  ridgecrest  summit. 



The  recxanmended  wilderness  area  could  be  easily  managed  to  preserve 
wilderness  values.  Because  wilderness  values  are  so  significant,  the 
suitability  reooramendation  will  preclude  any  further  vehiculcir  use  of 
approximately  one  mile  of  primitive  access  routes  of  travel.  Boundaries 

follow  mostly  physiccil  features  or  legal  lines  v^iere  rocky,  brush-covered 
slopes  limit  vehicle  entry.  Two  40-acre  private  inholdings  could  require 
access  if  develcped,  and  would  adversely  affect  naturalness.  If  these 

parcels  were  acquired  the  entire  area  would  be  publicly-owned  vdiich  would 
sinplify  management  of  the  area  for  wilderness.  Present  resource  uses  of 
the  area  such  as  recreation  (hunting,  fishing,  archeological  si^tseeing 
and  hiking) ,  wildlife  and  livestock  grazing  are  ocnpatible  with  management 
of  the  area  to  preserve  wilderness  values.  No  significant  mineral  or  energy 
values  have  been  identified  within  the  reccsorannended  wilderness  area  and  there 

are  no  mining  claims  in  this  area. 

In  the  area  not  reccanmended  for  wilderness.  Parcel  A  was  separated  frcm  the 
reccanmended  area  because  of  management  conflicts  with  private  inholdings. 
These  parcels  are  located  along  the  eastern  side  of  South  Horse  Lake 
Mountain  v^ere  private  land  develcpnent  and  access  roads  would  be  clearly 
evident  along  much  of  this  part  of  the  WSA.  These  parcels  are  cwned  by  a 
variety  of  owners,  all  of  v^iich  are  not  livestock  permittees.  Future  use  of 
the  parcels  is  unknown,  but  ownership  is  not  related  to  agricultural  uses. 
Hunting  cabins  or  other  recreational  uses  are  feasible.  Road  construction 
and  private  land  develcpanent  could  significantly  affect  the  appearance  of 

naturalness  on  approximately  2,020  acres  of  this  cpen  grass  and  brush- 
covered  area. 

Parcel  B  is  not  reccramended  for  wilderness  designation  because  of  resource 
conflicts  with  a  future  utility  corridor,  management  prc±>lems  with  vehicle 
entry  along  the  southern  side  of  the  area  and  limited  (^portunities  for 

solitude  in  the  eastern  half  of  this  area's  broad,  cpen  slopes.  This  cirea 
has  been  identified  as  part  of  a  potential  trans-Sierra  pcwerline  corridor 
throu^  northern  California.  No  construction  is  planned  at  this  time,  but 
alignment  identification  is  considered  necessary  now  for  develcpnent  of 

future  power  corridors.  This  potential  non-wilderness  use  of  the  WSA's 
southern  side  was  deemed  a  more  inportant  use  of  the  area  than  wilderness 
designation  of  an  area  of  generally  nondescript  wilderness  qualities. 

A  section  of  Willow  Creek  Canyon  lies  within  this  area.  However,  the  canyon 
is  inaccessible  to  vehicles  and  does  not  require  wilderness  designation  to 
protect  its  archeological,  recreational  and  scenic  values.  The  canyon  also 
conprises  only  a  small  portion  of  Parcel  B  that  is  not  recommended  for 

wilderness.  In  parcels  A  and  B  there  are  approximately  3-1/2  miles  of 
routes  of  travel  including  primitive  ways,  washes  and  other  unmaintained 
routes  of  access  vAiich  will  remain  available  for  vehicular  use. 

Parcel  C  is  not  reccsnmended  for  wilderness  because  it  is  a  narrcw  isolated 

neck  of  public  land  1/4-  to  1/2-mile-wide  that  extends  1-1/2  miles  into  a 
broad  plain  of  cpen  private  land.  Opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  are  extremely  limited  in  this  small  cpen  parcel. 
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Table  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Stuc^  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 

BIM  (surface  and  subsurface)  19,884 
Split  Estate     (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  553 

Total  20,437 

Within  the  Reccammended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 

BIM             (within  WSA)  7,889 
BIM             (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate     (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate     (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Recoanmended  for  Wilderness  7,889 

Inholdings^ 
State  0 
Private  80 

Within  the  Area  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BIM            (surface  and  subsurface)  11,995 
Split  Estate     (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Total  BIM  land  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness  11,995 

^^jpendix  1  is  a  detailed  description  of  inholdings  and  split  estate  tracts 
included  within  the  stuc^.  For  purposes  of  this  r^xDrt,  split  estate  lands  are 

defined  only  as  those  lands  with  Federal  surface  and  non-Federal  subsurface 
(minerals) .  Lands  that  have  federal  minerals  but  non-Federal  surface  should  be 
classified  in  this  r^xDrt  by  the  owner  of  the  surface  estate. 



3.   CRITERIA  CX^SIDEEM)  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WIIDERNESS  REOCM^ENDATIQNS 

A.   Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness:  The  Tunnison  Mountain  WSA  is  predaoninantly  natural 
with  human  iirprints  unnoticeable  in  the  area  as  a  vAiole.  Tunnison 
Mountain,  the  southern  end  of  Horse  Lake  Mountain  and  Willow  Creek 
Canyon  are  the  predominant  features  within  the  WSA.  Ihese  areas 

appear  natural  with  minimal  evidence  of  man's  presence.  Sagebrush 
and  grasses  dcaninate  most  of  the  WSA.  Scattered  patches  of 
mountain  mahogany  are  located  beneath  shaded  rims  and  the  higher 
elevations.  South  of  Willcw  Creek  Canyon,  junipers  are 
interspersed  with  scattered  ponderosa  and  Jeffrey  pine. 

Scattered  junipers  located  inside  the  WSA  along  portions  of  the 
scxithem  boundary  road  and  the  cherrysteramed  road  to  the  crossing 
were  cut  for  firewood  prior  to  1976.  Scattered  juniper  stunps  and 
decaying  limbs  appear  unnaturcil  in  this  area  but  the  overall 
effect  is  sli^t  and  tenporary. 

Ihe  overall  influence  of  human  inprints  on  the  naturalness  of  the 
area  as  perceived  by  the  average  visitor  is  negligible.  Human 

inprints  are  small  in  scale  -  mainly  related  to  livestock  grazing 
such  as,  5-1/2  miles  of  fence,  nine  stock  ponds,  two  developed 
springs,  and  4-1/2  miles  of  access  ways  leading  to  ridgecrests  and 
Willcw  Creek.  The  ways  are  used  for  hunting  and  fishing  access. 
The  ways  and  water  develc^xnents  are  substantially  unnoticeable, 
due  to  the  broken  terrain  and  screening  by  adjacent  brush. 

Three  cherrystemraed  roads  extend  seven  miles  within  the  WSA  but 
have  little  affect  on  naturcilness.  Long  Canyon  Road  nearly  splits 
the  VKA  in  half,  but  because  of  its  location  in  a  narrcw  canyon 
bottom  and  its  primitive  condition,  it  does  not  adversely  affect 

the  ejqDerience  of  naturalness  in  this  area.  Rocky,  brush- 
covered  slc^)es  limit  off -road  travel  from  this  cherrystemmed  road 
and  therefore,  no  significant  iirpacts  to  naturalness  have  occurred 

from  off-road  vehicle  travel.  The  cherrystemmed  road  that  extends 
one  mile  tcward  the  crossing  on  Willcw  Creek  passes  throui^  level 

open  terrain.  Off -road  access  is  possible  from  this  road  but  to 
date  has  not  caused  any  significant  irtpacts  to  naturalness  in  the 
area.  A  third  cherrystemmed  road  parallels  the  eastern  boundary 

for  1-3/4  miles.  There  has  not  been  any  significant  amount  of 
off-road  travel  from  this  road  and  therefore,  no  iirpacts  to 
naturcilness  have  occurred. 

2.  Solitude;  Opportunities  for  solitude  are  good  throu^out  the 
recommended  wilderness  area.  Many  small  drainages  break  i:p  the 
topography  and  afford  good  opportunities  for  isolation  of 
visitors.  Willcw  Creek  Canyon  and  Long  Canyon  also  afford  good 
cireas  for  isolation.  Livestock  cperator  travel  within  the  WSA  is 
seasonal  and  infrequent.  A  seasonal  influx  of  fishermen  during 
the  first  week  of  fishing  season  in  early  May  temporarily  disturbs 



c^]portunities  for  solitude,  but  the  number  of  fisherman  quickly 
declines  after  the  first  week  of  the  season.  Dove  season  in 

S^3tember  and  deer  season  in  October  bring  an  influx  of  hunters 
that  terrporarily  disturb  solitude.  This  impact  is  brief  and 
seasonal. 

In  the  eastern  portion  of  Area  B's  broad  cpen  slcpes  and  throu^ 
Area  C  (see  Map  1)  opportunities  for  solitude  are  limited  by  the 
open  terrain  and  lack  of  good  vegetative  screening.  C^jen  slopes 
cilong  the  Icwer  eastern  side  of  Area  A  also  limit  good 
opportunities  for  solitude  in  this  area. 

This  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  natiCTial  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  teitporary  effects  on  solitude 
v*iich  are  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the 
defense  preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Uhconfined  Recreation:  Willcw  Creek  Canyon  is  the 
primary  attraction  in  the  WSA  for  primitive  and  unconf ined 
recreation.  The  canyon  affords  a  mixture  of  scenery,  topographic 
variations,  aquatic  habitats,  varied  plant  life,  archeological 
resources  and  wildlife  observation  opportunities.  Day  hikes  and 
fishing  cire  well  suited  to  this  area.  BaclqDacking  is  also 

possible;  however,  the  canyon's  relatively  short  length  does  not 
lend  itself  to  extended  outings.  Tunnison  Mountain  and  Horse  Lake 
Mountain  offer  opportunities  of  hiking,  horseback  riding,  wildlife 
observation  and  exploration. 

4.  Special  Features;  The  area  does  not  contain  any  unique 
geological,  biologiccil  or  historic  features  that  would  be  notable 
as  special  features. 

B.   Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  (NWPS) 

1.   Assessincf  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  by  ecosystems;  This  WSA  contains  19,884  acres  of  the 
Intermountain  SagebruslVSagebrush  Steppe  ecosystem.  Wilderness 
designation  of  the  Tunnison  Mountain  WSA  would  not  add  a  new 

ecosystem  or  landform  to  the  NWPS.  This  WSA  is  in  the  sagebrush- 
st^pe  desert  ecosystem.  At  the  present  time,  there  are  two 
existing  wilderness  areas  (Jarbidge  and  South  Warner)  within  this 
ecotype. 



Table  2  -  Ecosystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classifications 
Domain/Province/HJV 

NWPS  Areas 
areas   acres 

Other  BIM  Studies 
areas   acres 

Intermountain  Sagebrush/ 
Sagebrush  St^pe 

Intermountain  SagebruslV 
Sagebrush  St^pe 

NAnOJWIDE 

3      76,699 

CAIJFORNIA 

1      31,295 

136 
4,350,455 

132,546 

2.   Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population 

centers;  This  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  six  major 
population  centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of 
designated  wilderness  areas  and  other  BIM  wilderness  study  areas 

within  a  five-hour  drive  of  the  peculation  centers. 

Table  3  -  Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Population  Centers 

Pcpilation 
Centers    

California 

Chico 
Redding 
Sacramento 
Yuba  City 

Nevada 

Reno 

Oregon 

Medford 

NWPS areas Other  BIM  Studies 
area acres areas acres 

16 1,286,873 13 430,822 
14 

1,236,503 
11 344,633 

46 
5,001,817 

87 
2,479,541 

44 4,951,805 
85 

2,459,500 

39 4,647,230 175 
6,904,809 

31 
2,440,081 

21 730,038 

3 .   Balancing  the  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas. :  The 

WSA  is  within  a  50  mile  radius  of  six  BIM  WSA's  recatimended  for 
wilderness  designation.  The  South  Warner  Wilderness,  administered 



by  the  Modoc  National  Forest,  the  Caribou  Wilderness  administered 
by  Lassen  National  Forest  and  the  Lassen  National  Park  Wilderness 
are  all  within  50  miles  of  the  Tunnison  Mountain  WSA. 

C.   Manageability 

Ihe  entire  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness;  hcwever,  maragement  of  the 
area  not  reccammended  for  wilderness  would  require  more  effort  to 
preserve  wilderness  qualities  than  management  of  the  area  recoanmended 
for  wilderness.  Additionally,  wilderness  vzuLues  on  public  lands 
located  in  the  northeastern  half  of  the  WSA  may  be  adversely  affected 
by  develc^xnent  of  private  lands  located  along  the  eastern  slopes  of 
South  Horse  Lake  Mountain. 

The  area  reooaonmended  for  wilderness  is  manageable  with  no  significant 
rescxncce  conflicts  or  vehicle  control  problems.  Boundaries  follow 
legcd  lines  located  away  frcm  access  roads  or  follcw  the  edge  of  rocky, 

brush-covered  slcpes  v^ere  vehicle  entry  has  not  occaarred.  Vehicle 
access  routes  used  by  hunters,  fisherman,  and  livestock  cperators  are 
located  outside  the  recommended  wilderness  area.  Ihe  area  is  used  for 

livestock  grazing,  hunting,  fishing  and  is  valuable  wildlife  habitat 
for  wintering  deer,  antelcpe  and  sage  grouse.  All  of  these  uses  are 
ccaoDpatible  with  management  of  the  area  for  wilderness. 

Two  undevelcped  40-acre  parcels  of  private  land  are  located  within  the 
area  reccmmended  for  wilderness.  If  the  landowners  develcp  these 
parcels,  access  would  be  required.  Both  parcels  are  not  cwned  by 
livestock  operators  and  future  use  of  the  parcels  is  unknown.  If 
develqpment  occurred  that  required  vehicle  access,  approximately  one 
mile  of  road  construction  would  be  needed  to  each  parcel.  This  would 
adversely  iitpact  naturalness  in  the  area  surrounding  each  road; 
however,  scattered  junipers  and  brush  would  provide  good  screening  frcm 

the  area  along  Willow  Creek  v*iere  much  of  the  area's  visitor-use  would 
be  ejqDec^ed  to  occur.  Inpacts  to  solitude  would  depend  on  the  type  and 
extent  of  proposed  uses  on  these  parcels.  If  the  parcels  were 
acquired,  iirpac±s  to  naturalness  or  solitude  would  not  oxxair  from 
private  land  development. 

Management  to  preserve  wilderness  qualities  would  be  diffioailt  in 
Parcel  A  of  the  area  not  reccanmended  for  wilderness  (see  Map  1) .  In 
this  area  there  are  fcajr  blocks  of  private  land  that  are  within  or 
extend  into  the  WSA.  None  of  these  parcels  are  owned  by  livestock 
operators.  If  these  parcels  were  developed  for  hunting  cabin  use,  up 

to  4-1/2  miles  of  access  roads  would  be  needed.  Both  the  roads  and 
struc±ures  would  be  apparent  in  the  relatively  narrow  (two-mile-wide) 
area  east  of  the  South  Horse  Lake  Mountain  ridgecrest  that  conprises 
the  bulk  of  the  WSA  north  of  the  recommended  wilderness  area. 

Management  to  preserve  wilderness  qualities  of  solitude  and  naturalness 
in  this  relatively  small  narrow  area  would  be  cxsrrprcanised  by  activities 
on  adjacent  private  lands  centrally  located  within  the  area. 



In  Parcel  B  (see  Map  1)  of  the  area  not  reccramended  for  wilderness, 
management  to  cxDntrol  vehicle  entry  f  rem  the  southern  boundary  road 

would  be  difficult.  In  this  area,  broad,  cpen  terrain  is  vehicle- 
accessible  along  the  entire  three-mile  southern  boundary  road. 
Increased  management  efforts  would  be  necessary  to  insure  corrpliance 

with  the  non-motorized  provisions  of  wilderness. 

In  Parcel  C  (see  Map  1) ,  control  of  vehicle  entry  would  cilso  require 
increased  management  effort  to  insure  compliance  with  the  non  motorized 

provisions  or  wilderness.  Ihis  parcel  is  a  narrcw  1/4-  to  1/2-mile- 
wide  neck  of  public  land  that  extends  1-1/2  miles  northwest  into  the 
level  plain  of  Willow  Creek  Valley.  It  is  surrounded  by  private  land 
and  is  readily  accessible  to  vdiicles.  While  prdiibition  of  vehicle 
entry  could  be  achieved,  the  lew  wilderness  qualities  of  this  parcel, 
and  limited  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  do  not 
warrant  the  management  action  necessary  to  preserve  a  marginal 
wilderness  resource  in  this  area. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well 
as  the  wilderness  resource. 

D.   Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  information  kncy^/n  at  the  time  of  preliminary  suitable 
recommendation :  Ihe  geology  of  the  Tunnison  WSA  is  described  in 
the  Willcw  Creek  Unit  Resource  Analysis  (URA)  coirpleted  in  1981. 

BIM  data  in  the  Affected  Environment  section  of  the  Eagle  Lake- 
Cedarville  Wilderness  Environmental  Inpact  Statement  (EIS) 
ooirpleted  May  20,  1987,  indicates  the  VKA  had  no  known  occurrences 
of  mineral  resources. 

The  potenticil  for  oil  and  gas  was  unknown,  there  were  no  oil  and 
gas  leases  within  the  stucfy  area,  and  there  had  been  no  interest 
expressed  in  possible  future  leasing.  Ihe  entire  MSA  was 
classified  as  prospectively  valuable  for  geothermal  resources  by 
the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  (USGS)  (R.G.  Wayland  and  Miller,  1968). 

The  area  had  no  past  history  of  mining,  nor  was  there  any  evidence 
of  prospecting  or  mineral  develcpnent.  No  unpatented  mining 
claims  existed  in  the  WSA  as  of  May  1987. 

There  had  been  little  demand  for  salable  minerals,  with  no 
ccinmercial  d^xDsits  or  occurrences  known  to  exist. 

2.  Summary  of  significant  new  mineral  resource  data  collected  since 
suitability  recommendations  which  should  be  considered  in  the 
final  recommendation:  During  the  summer  of  1985,  the  U.S.  Bureau 
of  Mines  (BCM)  and  the  USGS  conducted  a  mineral  survey  to  assess 
known  mineral  resources  and  the  minercil  resource  potential  of  the 
study  area.  Ihe  results  of  the  mineral  survey  were  published  in 
USGS  Bulletin  1706-B  in  1988.  Based  on  field  examination, 
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literature  search,  geochemical  sampling,  and  gec^ysiccLL 
evaluation,  the  WSA  was  determined  to  have  lew  or  no  potential 
for  mineral  resources. 

The  study  area  was  determined  to  have  a  lew  potenticil  for 
geothermal  because  the  closest  warm  water  wells  are  approximately 
10  miles  south  of  the  WSA.  Scott  (1983)  assigned  the  Tunnison 

Mountain  WSA  a  "lew  to  zero"  potential  for  oil  and  gas.  Both  USGS 
and  BOfl  agree  with  Scott's  findings.  Ihere  are  no  oil  and  gas  or 
geothermal  leases  within  the  WSA. 

Sand  and  gravel  occurrences  were  not  considered  to  be  econcaotiiccilly 
viable  resources  due  to  the  small  reserve  volumes.  Other 

nonmetallic  ccramodities  were  also  believed  to  have  lew  potential 
for  develc^xtient  due  to  poor  access  and  insufficient  reserve 
quantity.  Geochemical  saitpling  failed  to  identify  any  anomalous 
metallic  mineral  values  and  the  lack  of  suitable  host  rock,  veins 
or  visibly  altered  bedrock  suggest  that  metallic  mineral  deposits 

are  absent  in  the  WSA  (Bulletin  1706-B) .  According  to  BIM 
records  dated  January  13,  1988,  no  mining  claims  are  located 
within  the  WSA.  Due  to  the  lew  mineral  potential  of  the  area,  no 
mineral  potential  map  was  pr^jared  for  this  WSA. 
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E.       Impacts  on  Resources 

Table  4  -  Cjcmparative  Summary  of  the  Impacts  by  Alterrjative 

ISSUE-REIAIED 
RESdJIOiB 

FPDVOEED  KHJlCti 

39%  Wildemess 

ALIrWnrEFNESS 
ATtTTTNMlVE 

PAKETAL-^'niEEFNESS 
ALnirNKnvE 

73%  Wildsmess 

JD-WDXETNESS  ATIICN 
AETEFNAUVE 

Wildemess 
Values 

Iferge  iirprcwonGnt 
structures  W3uld 

inprcs,^  cverall 
raturalness 

throu^TDut  the 

entire  20,438-acre 
VBA.  Dxal 
disturfcanoe  vculd 
be  less  than  1 

acre  en  2  reser- 
voir sites  and  5 

miles  of  ferae  in 
the  wilctemess 

portiai  witJi  no 
surface  distur- 

bance.   Ihe  per- 
cepticn  of  nat- uralness would  be 
reduced  en  350 
acres.      Solitude 
would  be  enly 
in  the  wildem^s 

portien  ty  closure 
of  1  mile  of  wey, 
eliminating  150 

"'/isitor-days  of 
use.    ADoess  to 

private  land  in- 
holding  could 
regjire  2  miles  of 
road  in  the  wil- 

demess portien 
which  vojld  impact 

raturalness  soli- 
tude &  primitive 

recreatien  &  im- 

pair the  percg>- 
tien  of  natural- 

ness en  500  acres. 

In  the  ncn-wilder- 
ness  portien 
acoess  to  private 

Range  iirprove- mait  striKtur^ 
wculd  inprove 

overall  natural- 
n^s  but  locally 
disturb  less 
than  1  acre  each 
en  2  reservoir 
sites.  12  miles 
of  fence  are 

prcpoeed  with  no 
surfEJce  distur- 

bance.   Ihe  per^ 

c^jticn  of  rat- uralness  would 
be  redjced  en 
570  acres. 

Solitude  ard 

primitive  rec- reatien would  be 
assured  by 

closure  of  4-1/2 
miles  of  way  &  7 

miles  of  cherry- 
steimed  read 
thLB  eliminating 

600  visitor-days 
of  CHV  use. 

Ajoess  to  pri- vate inholdin^ 
which  could  be 

develeped  for 
cabins  would 

require  6-1/2 
miles  of  road. 

parcels  that  mi^it 
be  develeped  for 

Range  inprcvannaTt 
structures  would  im- 

prove cverall  natur- alness but  locally 
disturb  less  than  1 

acre  each  en  2  res- 
ervoir sites  and  10 

miles  of  fence  in 

the  wildemess  por- 
tien.    In  the  ncn- 

wildemess  portien 
rBturalness  would  be 
recix3ed  ciie  to  2 
miles  of  new  fence. 

SoHtude  would  be 
only  sli^rtly 

iitproved  by  closure 
of  1  mile  of  wey, 

eliminating  150 
visitor  days  of 
AxEss  to  private 
land  irhbldings  in 

the  wildemess  por- 
tien would  require  4 

miles  of  rood  vhich 

would  disturb  natur- 
alness, solitude,  and 

primitive  recreatien 

In  the  nen-wilder- 
ness  portien  ip  to  2 
mil^  of  acoess 

mi^Tt  be  needed. 

In  the  ncn-vilder- 
ness  part  of  the  VEA 
there  would  be  3 

miles  of  powerline 
built  in  a  prcposed 
utility  oorridar 
vhich  would  impact 

naturalness,  soli- 
tude and  primitive 

recreation  en  ip  to 

3,000  acres. 

All  the  iitpacts  would 
be  the  same  as  the 

Prcpoeed  A:±ien 
exo^  the  1  mile  of 
way  would  not  be 
closed. 
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I&ble  4  -  GCxtparative  Sumonary  of  the  Inpacts  ty  Alternative  (CJcntirued) 

LSSIJE-HtJ  AThD FRDEOKED  AJTICN 

EftRFIAIj-WllUbW^hSS 
39%  WildprrK?ss 

ATIHWirrfrW^KSS 

AIllVWJAli'lVE 

EARIIAEHrainEFNESS 

ATlll-WN^'iVE 73%  Wilderness 

NLHMIUEFNEdS  ACllCN 
ATITH^^MIVE 

Wilderness 

Vali¥=s 

(Omt'd) 

cabins  wajld  need 

about  4-1/2  miles 
of  road  reducang 
the  peroepticn  of 
iBtiiralness  en  ip 
to  2,020  acnes. 

In  the  ncn-wilder- 
ness  porticn  there 
would  be  3  miles 

of  powerline  built 
in  a  prcpDsed 
ut.il  ity  corridcr 
that  WDuld  inpnnt 

naturcilness,  soli- 
tude &  primitive 

rarreaticn  en  ip 
to  3.000  acres. 

Recareaticnal 
CPVUse 

No  significant 
iirpact  as  only  1 
mile  of  vay  would 
be  dosed.  150 

visitnr-cfeys  of 
CHV  use  in  the 

designated  pnrticn 
would  be  dis- 
plaoed.  Vehicle 
recreaticn  would 
increase  to  600 

visitor-days  in 
ncn-wildemess,  in 
part,  as  a  result 
of  the  clcTRire  of 

the  designated 

porticn 

Closure  of  4-0/2 
miles  of  way  & 
7  miles  of  mad 
wnild  irrhrie 
vddcle  use 

visitxTT-dsys  ty 
600. 

No  significant  itn- 
pact  as  only  1  mile 
of  wey  wcuM  be 
closed.     150  visitor 

days  of  (JW/  iise  in 

the  designated  por- 
ticn would  be  dis- 

placed.   Tfr*?  waild 
increase  to  600 

visitor-days  per 

year  in  the  non- wildemess  porticn. 

No  ntpoct  as  no  ways 
or  chetTystamied  roads 
would  be  closed.  Ifee 

is  e>?3ected  to  reiain 

at  600  visitor-days 
for  the  foreseeable 

future. 

Trans  Sierra 
Utility 
Onrndor 

No  iitpact  as  a  3 
mile  furlicn  of 
powerline  mild  be 

built  in  the  pro- 
posed utility  cor- 

ridor  in  the  ncn- 
wildpfTTiPR=;  porticn 

No  powerline 
ori.ild  he  taiilt 

in  the  prcposed 
utility  uurridor 
An  alternate 
IcxHticn  would 
have  to  be  found 
outside  the  WBA. 

No  iirpact  as  3  miles 
of  powerl  ine  oculd 
be  biiilt  in  the 

prcposed  utility 
oomdnr  in  the  nurh- 
wildpimpc!:;  pnrtim. 

No  iiipact  as  the  3  miles 
of  powerline  could  be 
built  in  the  pixposed 

utility  oomdor. 

13 



F.   Local  Social  and  Economic  Considerations 

No  significant  local,  social  or  economic  considerations  were  identified 
throng  the  public  iiput  process  used  to  develcp  the  environmental 
inpact  statements  for  the  wilderness  study  of  the  WSA.  Therefore,  no 
further  discussion  of  this  topic  will  occur  in  this  document. 

6.   Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Comments 

Public  involvement  has  occurred  throu^out  the  wilderness  review 
process.  Certain  cojnments  received  during  the  inventory  process  and 
early  stages  of  EIS  pr^jaration  were  used  to  develqp  significant  study 
issues  and  eiltematives  for  wilderness  management. 

A  technical  review  team  (TRT)  was  also  used  to  help  identic  issues  and 
formulate  the  alternative  analyzed  in  the  EIS.  It  was  used  as  a  tool 
to  lessen  the  chances  of  polarization  between  interest  groups  and  to 

provide  the  Bureau  with  hi^  quality  public  iiput,  r^r^esentative  of 
the  positions  of  key  groi:^  interested  in  or  affected  by  wilderness 
designation.  Irpat  provided  by  the  TRT  was  used  in  developing  the 
wilderness  recoinmendations  for  this  WSA. 

For  the  Eagle  lake-Cedarville  Wilderness  EIS  that  included  the  Tunnison 
Mountain  WSA,  the  Susanville  District  Advisory  Council  identified  the 

following  interests  and  resources  to  be  represented  on  an  ei^t-member 
TRT:  livestock-adjacent  landowners;  wildlife  agencies-sportsmen; 
wildemess-environmental-dispersed  recreation;  mineral-energy- 
utilities,  wild  horses;  motorized  recreation;  cultural-historical- 
archeological;and  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management.  The  representatives 
were  very  knowledgeable  and  hi^Hy  respected  members  of  their  interest 
grotps.  The  TRT  members  toured  the  WSA,  held  lengthy  discussions 
spanning  many  weeks  and  eventually  reached  unanimous  agreement  that  a 

partial-wilderness  recoaranendation  was  ajprcpriate  for  the  Tunnison 
Mountain  WSA.  The  team's  reccinmendation  of  39%  suitable  and  61%  non- 
suitable  was  supported  by  the  Susanville  District  Advisory  Council  and 
by  BLM  and  is  the  reccxnmended  action  for  this  VKA. 

Key  issues  raised  throu^  public  involvement  and  analyzed  by  the  TRT 
and  in  the  EIS  were:  the  quality  of  the  wilderness  resource  and  how 
much  was  apprc^riate  to  be  preserved  and  managed  as  wilderness;  concern 
that  wilderness  would  prevent  livestock  management  activities  and 
motorized  recreation  access  for  hunting;  concern  that  wilderness  would 

preclude  develcpment  of  potential  hi^-voltage  electric  transmission 
lines  throu^  the  region.  Identification  of  Willow  Creek's  features 
that  contribute  to  wilderness  esqjerience  within  the  WSA — ^petroglyphs, 
hi^  scenic  quality,  excellent  wildlife  values, and  good  recreation 
opportunities  particularly  fishing  in  Willow  Creek.  All  of  these 
issues  were  addressed  in  each  of  the  four  alternatives  analyzed  in  the 
EIS:  all  wilderness,  partial  wilderness  (39%  suitable,  61%  nonsuitable) 
partial  wilderness  (73%  suitable,  27%  nonsuitable)  and  no  wilderness. 
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During  formal  public  review  of  the  draft  EIS,  a  total  of  342  comments 
were  received  that  addressed  this  WSA  specifically  or  as  part  of 

general  comments  on  all  WSA's  in  the  draft  EIS.  Of  those  342  comments, 
12  were  oral  statements  received  at  the  three  public  hearings  held  on 
the  draft  EIS  and  330  were  written  coranents.  In  general,  36  comments 

siflpported  all-wilderness,  7  supported  no-^ildemess  and  294  supported 
particil-wildemess  reocnimended  by  BLM.  Six  ocraments  supported  more 
wilderness  than  was  addressed  in  the  draft  EIS. 

Those  favoring  wilderness  cited  the  area's  natural  character, 
cfportunities  for  primitive  recreation  (mainly  hiking  and  si^tseeing 

with  particulcir  erofiiasis  on  Willcw  Creek  Canyon's  archeological  values 
and  fishing  opportunities)  and  good  c^portunities  for  solitude. 
Inclusion  of  the  area  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  as 
a  r^resentative  of  volcanic  land  forms  in  the  transition  zone  between 
wooded  mountains  and  desert  shrub  ecosystems  was  also  cited. 

Those  exposed  to  wilderness  cited  the  elimination  of  possible  mineral 
develcpment  in  designated  wilderness  as  a  general  reason  without 
reference  to  specific  mineral  values  within  the  WSA.  General  concerns 
were  eiq)ressed  that  wilderness  would  restrict  the  use  of  motorized 
vehicles  to  livestock  facility  maintenance,  but  no  specific  issues  were 
raised  about  facilities  within  Tunnison  Mountain  WSA. 

State  and  local  agency  and  elected  officials  responses  to  the  proposed 

action/partial-wildemess  alternative  v*iere  39%  of  the  WSA  would  be 
designated  as  wilderness,  Vciried  widely.  California  Department  of  Fish 
and  Game  sujported  the  prqposed  action  as  did  Nevada  County 
(California)  Supervisor  Joel  Gustavson.  The  Lassen  County  Board  of 

Sipervisors  supported  no-wilderness. 

Letters  were  received  from  one  State  agency  and  five  Federal  agencies 
that  took  no  positions  as  to  a  reccaranendation  on  alternatives  or 
acreage  to  be  preserved  as  wilderness.  They  were  the  California  Dept. 
of  Water  Resources,  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  National  Park  Service,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  U.S.  Geological  Survey  and  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency. 
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APPENDIX  1 

ESTIMATED  COSTS  OF  ACQUISITION  OF  NON-FEDERAL  HOLDINGS  WITHIN 
AREAS  RECOMMENDED  FOR  DESIGNATION 

TUNNISON  MOUNTAIN  WSA  (CA-020-311) 

TYPE  OF ESTIMATED 

OWNERSHIP 
COST  OF 

BY  ESTATE 
ACQUISITION 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION NUMBER PRESENTLY PREFERRED LAND PROCESSING 

PARCEL TOTAL 
OF 

SURFACE  SUBSURFACE PROPOSED  FOR METHOD  OF COSTS COSTS 

No. TWNSHP  RN6  SEC  MERIDIAN ACREAGE OWNERS ESTATE    ESTATE ACQUISITION ACQUISITION ($1000) (S1000) 

1 31N.  13E.   32   MDM 
40 

1 PRIVATE  PRIVATE 
YES 

PURCHASE 
6.0 2.5 

2 31N.  13E.   33   MDM 

40 

1 PRIVATE  PRIVATE 

YES 

PURCHASE 6.0 
2.5 

These  figures  were  derived  from  Bureau  Land  Records  and  provide  for  more  detail  than  GIS  estimates  and  therefore 

may  differ  from  acreage  summaries  in  Table  1. 



Five  Springs 
CA-020-609 





FTVE  SHONGS  WIIi:Ea<E5S  SHJEY  AREA  fWEA) 

(CA-020-609) 

1.        THE  STUDY  AREA 50,401  acres 

The  Five  Springs  WSA  is  located  primarily  in  Lassen  County,  California 
(97%) ,  with  a  small  portion,  (3%) ,  in  Washoe  County,  Nevada.  The  WSA 
contains  49,206  acres  of  BLM  land  and  1,195  acres  of  private  land  located 
in  8  parcels  ranging  in  size  from  40  to  640  acres.  Surface  owners  cwn  all 
subsurface  mineral  rights  beneath  their  holdings.  Cities  nearest  to  the  WSA 
are  Susanville,  California,  (30  miles  southwest) ,  and  Reno,  Nevada  (75  miles 
south  of  the  WSA)  (see  Map  1  and  Table  1) . 

The  WSA  is  bounded  primarily  by  dirt  roads.  A  major  portion  of  the 
southeastern  boundary  is  delineated  by  a  service  road  for  an  underground 
tele^ione  cable,  and  the  Smoke  Creek  Ranch  Road  marks  the  balance  of  the 
southern  boundary.  An  access  road  along  the  base  of  Five  Springs  Mountain 
constitutes  the  southwestern  boundary.  The  Shinn  Ranch  to  Stony  Creek  Road 
constitutes  the  northwestern  boundary.  The  northern  boundary  is  at  the  base 
of  Rush  Creek  Mountain  on  an  existing  road,  and  the  northeastern  boundary  is 
a  road  that  travels  along  the  base  of  Cherry  Mountain,  rou^ily  parallel  to 

Smoke  Creek.  Privately-cwned  lands  mark  the  eastern  boundary,  \4iich  rou<^tily 
follows  a  rocky  escarpment  with  a  irrigated  meadcw  at  the  base.  The  extreme 
southeastern  tip  lies  in  Nevada. 

The  WSA  is  located  on  the  western  edge  of  the  arid  Great  Basin  characterized 
by  eroded  volcanic  mountains.  Five  Springs  Mountain,  Cherry  Mountain  and 
Rush  Creek  Mountain  are  low,  rolling  mountains  without  prominent  peaks 
located  within  the  unit.  Stony  and  Rush  Creeks  are  mostly  perennial  creeks 
originating  within  the  unit.  Riparian  vegetation  is  dense  in  parts  of  Rush 
Creek  and  sli^t  to  moderately  dense  in  Stony  Creek.  Other  than  willows  in 
the  two  creek  bottoms  and  at  springs,  vegetation  throu<^out  the  WSA  is 
limited  to  sagebrush  and  associated  shrubs  and  grasses.  Elevations  range 
from  4,500  feet  to  6,300  feet.  Numerous  broad,  cpen  canyons  ar^e  cut  into 
the  three  prominent  ridges  that  make  up  the  core  of  the  relief  in  the  WSA. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLFMA) .  Three  different  alternatives  were  analyzed  in  the 

Draft  and  Final  Eagle  Lake-Cedarville  EIS:  no  wilderness,  partial 
wilderness,  v^ere  50%  of  the  WSA  would  be  designated  wilderness  and  the 
remainder  managed  for  multiple  use,  and  all  wilderness. 

2.   REOOMMENDATTOI  RATTCTPyj; O    acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 

49,206    BLM  acres  recommended 
for  non-wilderness 

No  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  this  WSA.  The  entire  acreage  in 
this  WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness. 



within  California  47,823  acres   (97%  of  the  WSA)  are  reccaranended 
nonsuitable.  Within  Nevada  1,383  aca^es  (3%  of  the  WSA)  cire  reccninvended 
nonsuitable. 

Ihe  all-wilderness  alternative  is  the  envircMTmentally-pref erred  ciltemative 
because  it  would  result  in  the  least  change  from  the  existing  natural 
environment.  The  selected  alternative  will  be  inplemented  in  a  manner  viiich 
will  use  all  practiced  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental  inpacts. 

The  main  reason  the  Five  Springs  WSA  is  reoanmended  nonsuitable  is  because 
its  wilderness  qualities,  v*iile  present,  do  not  distinguish  the  WSA  frcm 

much  of  the  surrounding  area.  Rather,  the  WSA  is  typical  of  rock-strewn, 
low,  mountainous  sagebrush  grassland  found  throtn^out  the  Great  Basin/Ifodoc 
Plateau  region  and  is  not  a  unique  r^resentative  of  this  area.  The  WSA  is 
best  characterized  as  ccanmon  and  uninteresting  without  any  particularly 
interesting  or  unique  features  that  would  make  it  a  good  addition  to  the 
National  Wilderness  Preservation  System.  Another  reason  for  not  designating 
this  WSA  is  that  it  would  remain  open  and  available  for  regionally  inportant 
motorized  recreational  hunting.  It  would  cdso  allow  it  to  remain  available 
as  a  utility  corridor  for  future  pcwerlines. 

The  Five  Springs  WSA  is  a  very  popular  chukar  hunting  area  in  Lassen  County. 
It  is  one  of  the  best  areas  in  California  for  chukar  hunting,  providing  an 
estimated  5,700  hunter  days  annually  during  the  hunting  season  from  October 
to  the  end  of  November.  There  are  ajproximately  15  miles  of  routes  of 
travel  including  primitive  ways,  washes  and  other  unmaintained  routes  of 

access  v*iich  will  remain  available  for  vehicular  use.  Cross-country  vehicle 
travel  is  also  common  as  hunters  seek  to  avoid  lengthy  approach  walks. 
Wilderness  designation  of  much  of  the  WSA  would  eliminate  the  vehicle 

accessibility  afforded  by  the  WSA's  many  ways  and  qpen  sieves  and  preclude 
much  of  this  popular  public  use  of  the  WSA. 

^proximately  nine  miles  along  the  WSA's  southern  side  have  been  identified 
by  the  utility  industry  as  needed  for  a  high  priority  potent icil  utility 
corridor.  This  area  is  one  of  the  last  remaining  areas  that  can  provide  an 

east-west  utility  corridor  throu^  Northern  California.  No  construction  is 
planned  at  this  time,  but  the  alignment  is  considered  necessary  for 

development  of  future  power  corridors.  This  potential  non-wilderness  use 
of  the  WSA's  southern  side  was  also  deemed  a  more  inportant  use  of  the  area 
than  wildeme^  designation. 





TABIE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area 

BIM        (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only) 

Inholdings 
State 
Private 

Total 

Within  the  Reccaonmended  Wilderness  Boundary 

BIM        (within  WSA) 
BIM         (outside  WSA) 
Split  Estate  (within  WSA) 
Split  Estate  (outside  WSA) 

Total  BIM  Land  Recommended  for  Wilderness 

Inholdings 
State 
Private 

Within  the  Area  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness 

BIM        (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only) 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness 

Acres 
CA NV TOTAL 

47, 

,823 

1,383 
49,206 0 0 0 

0 0 0 

1,195 
0 

1,195 
19,018 

1,383 
50,401 

Acries 

CA NV TOTAL 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

Acres 

CA 
NV 

TOTAL 

47, 

823 
1,383 

49,206 0 0 0 

48,823    1,383 49,206 

3.  CRITERIA  OONSIDERED  IN  DEVEIOPING  THE  WIIDEE^NESS  REOOyiMENDAnONS 

A.   Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.   Naturalness:  Ihe  Five  Springs  WSA  is  predominantly  natural  with 
human  iitprints  unnoticeable  in  the  area  as  a  v^ole.  Dominant 
vegetation  is  sagebrush  with  associated  shrubs  and  grasses.  Small 
meadcw  areas  occur  around  springs  and  riparian  areas  of  willows 
and  other  streamside  vegetation  occur  along  portions  of  two 
intermittent  streams,  Rush  Creek  and  Stony  Creek. 

Unnatural  features  within  the  VISA  are  livestock  management 
facilities  (14  stock  ponds  of  one  acre  or  less) ,  9  developed 
springs  and  7.5  miles  of  fence)  and  motor  vehicle  access  ways  (15 
miles) . 



All  of  the  livestock  facilities  are  low  profile  and  are  not 

noticeable  beyond  one-third  mile  of  each  facility.  Ihe  very  rocky 
surface  of  the  WSA  limits  extensive  development  of  neM  ways. 
Overall  effect  on  naturalness  is  slight. 

2.  Solitude:  Ihe  WSA's  varied  terrain  and  size  provide  c^iportunities 
for  solitude.  Three  ridge-like  mountains  and  two  primary 
drainages  five  to  six  miles  long,  as  well  as  numerous  short 
drainages  of  one  to  four  miles,  provide  sufficient  variation  in 
terrain  to  isolate  visitors  one  frcm  another. 

From  mid-OctdDer  through  the  end  of  December,  hovever,  solitude 
within  the  WSA  is  disrupted.  The  Five  Springs  V^A  is  one  of  the 
most  pc^xilar  game  bird  hunting  areas  in  Lassen  County.  During 
late  October  and  throu^  November  and  December  approximately  5,700 
hunter  days  occur  in  the  WSA.  Hunters  drive  virtually  cill  of  the 

access  ways  within  the  WSA  and  in  some  areas  drive  cross-c»untry 
in  searxii  of  good  hunting  areas.  Heaviest  vehicle  activity  occurs 

on  ways  that  access  the  rocky  slcpes  along  the  WSA's  southwest  and 
southeast  sides.  Traffic  along  the  WSA's  southeast  boundary  road. 
Smoke  Creek  Panch  Road,  exceeds  100  vehicles  per  day  on  weekends 

then  drc^  to  IcMer  levels  mid-week.  Ofportunities  for  solitude 
decline  as  hunting  activity  increases.  Folloving  hunting  season 
the  WSA  again  has  good  c^portunities  for  solitude. 

Adjacent  lands  are  either  undevelcped  public  land  or  agricultural 
lands  used  for  farming  and  livestock.  Outside  activities  do  not 
adversely  affect  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

This  WSA  is  periodically  overflcwn  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
cperating  cireas  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  teirporary  effects  on  solitude 
vAiich  are  deemed  necessary  and  acc^jtable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconf  ined  Recreation 

Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconf  ined  types  of  recreation 
exist  throu^out  the  WSA;  however,  distinctive  destination  type 
features  are  lacking.  Isolated  springs,  small  riparian  areas, 
broad  ridges  and  canyons  are  ccraTon  throughout  the  region. 
Activities  that  occur  with  very  low  frequency  are  hiking, 
wildlife  (±>servation,  nature  study  and  archeological  si^tseeing. 
Available  water  is  very  limited  and  would  require  treatment  for 
human  use. 

4.  Special  Features 

There  is  one  known  population  of  the  plant  Scutellaria 
holmgreniorum .  on  20  acres  on  the  western  side  of  the  unit.  This 

plant  is  identified  by  BIM  as  a  sensitive  species.  BIM  sensitive 
species  cire  usually  plants  of  limited  distribution  v*iere  more 



information  is  needed  to  determine  their  eventual  status.  The  20 

acres  are  part  of  a  2,000-acre  habitat  eirea,  most  of  v*iich  is 
outside  the  WSA. 

B.   Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  (NWPS) 

1.   Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 

represented  by  ecosystems:  Ihis  WSA  contains  49,206  acres  of  the 
Intermountain  Sagebrush/Sagebrush  St^pe  ecosystem.  Wilderness 
designation  of  this  WSA  would  not  add  a  new  ecosystem  or  landform 

to  the  NWPS.  The  WSA  is  in  the  sagebrush-st^^pe  ecosystem. 
There  are  two  existing  wilderness  areas,  Jarbidge,  Nevada,  and 
South  Warner,  Csilifomia,  r^resenting  this  ecot^^pe. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification 

Domain/Province/F!^ 

NWPS  Areas 
areas acres 

Other  BLM  Studies 
areas   acres 

Intermountain  Sagebrush/ 
Sagebrush  Steppe 

Intermountain  Sagebrush/ 
Sagebrush  St^jpe 

Intermountain  Sagebrush/ 
Sagebrush  St^^*© 

NATTCM^DE 

3  76,699  136  4,321,133 

CALIFORNIA 

1      31,295       4      103,224 

NEVADA 

1     32,407      29    1,273,919 

2.   Expanding  the  opportunity  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 

within  a  day's  driving  tin^  (five  hours)  of  major  population 
centers:  The  Five  Springs  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  five 
major  pc^xilation  centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and 
acreage  of  designated  wilderness  aireeis  and  other  BIM  wilderness 

study  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  these  population  centers. 



TABLE  3  -  Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Peculation  Centers 

Peculation                NWPS  areas            Other  BIM  Studies 
Centers   areas   acres   areas   acres 

California 

Chioo  16  1,286,873  13  430,822 
Redding  14  1,236,503  11  344,633 
Sacramento  46  5,001,817  87  2,479,541 
Yuba  City  44  4,951,805  85  2,459,500 

Nevada 

Reno  39       4,647,230      175      6,904,809 

3 .   Balancing  the  qeocrraiz^ic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas:  Within 

a  50  air  mile  radius  of  the  Five  Springs  WSA  are  six  BLM  WSA's 
recanmended  for  wilderness  designation.  Ihe  South  Warner 
Wilderness,  administered  by  the  Modoc  National  Forest  and  located 
45  miles  north  of  the  Five  Springs  WSA,  is  the  only  designated 
wilderness  within  50  air  miles  of  the  Five  Springs  WSA. 

C.  Manaaeabil  itv 

Ihe  entire  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  During  fcLLl  hunting 
season,  management  would  be  difficult  due  to  cpen  terrain  around  the 

WSA's  lower  slcpes  adjacent  to  most  boundary  roads  v^iich  are  readily 
accessible  to  four-^v^eel  drives.  Numerous  broad,  gradually  slcpiiig 
canyons  contain  15  miles  of  access  ways  that  would  be  difficult  to 
inpossible  to  effectively  close  to  motorized  entry.  Additionally,  four 
cherrysternmed  roads  total  six  miles  inside  the  WSA.  It  would  be  very 

difficult  to  prevent  cross-country  travel,  easily  accessed  by  four 
miles  of  these  cherrysternmed  roads,  because  the  adjacent  portions  of 
the  WSA  are  also  broad  and  cpen.  MDre  intensive  management  would  be 
required.  Continuous  field  presence  would  be  necessary  to  prevent 
hunters  from  using  these  routes  to  pcpular  hunting  cireas  within  the  WSA 

and  frcM  heading  off  cross-country  from  boundary  roads. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  cis  well 
as  the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.   Summary  of  information  known  at  time  of  preliminary  suitable 
recommendation :  The  geology  and  mineralization  of  the  Five 
Springs  WSA  is  described  in  the  Unit  Resource  Analysis  (URA)  vMch 
was  based  on  data  in  the  Mineral  Resource  Inventory  (MRI)  file 

(1979-1980)  for  the  BIM  Cal-Neva  Planning  Unit.  Ihe  URA  was 
updated  in  August  of  1980.  BLM  MRI  data  in  the  Affected 

Environment  section  of  the  Eagle  Lake-Cedarville  EIS  prepared  in 
1987  indicated  that  the  WSA  has  no  history  or  visible  evidence  of 



activities  with  respect  to  locatable  minerals,  no  kncwn 
developonent  of  salable  minercils  in  the  WSA  and  the  potenticil  for 
oil  and  gcis  is  unknown.  Ihere  had  been  three  previous  leases 
covering  9,225  acres  of  the  WSA  vdiich  were  drc^ped  prior  to  May 
20,  1987.  Ihe  WSA  is  not  considered  valuable  for  geothermal  or 
sodium.  Mineral  data  for  this  WSA  is  very  sparse. 

2.  Summary  of  significant  new  mineral  resource  data  collected  since 
the  suitability  reccanmendation  v^ch  should  be  considered  in  the 
final  decision: 

No  U.S.  Geological  Survey  or  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  mineral  surveys 
were  conducted  in  this  ViSk. 

No  new  information  on  the  geology  or  mineralization  of  this  WSA 
has  been  received  frcan  other  agencies  or  the  public  since  the 
Final  EIS  was  published. 

According  to  BIM  mineral  records  dated  March  25,  1988,  no  mining 
claims  or  mineral  leases/sales  exist  within  the  Five  Springs  WSA. 
Because  the  mineral  potential  for  this  WSA  is  considered  to  be 
very  lew,  no  mineral  potenticil  map  was  prepared. 

E.   Impacts  on  Resources 

The  following  ccantparative  iitpact  table  suramariz€js  the  effects  on 
pertinent  resources  for  all  alternatives  considered  including 

designation  or  non-designation  of  the  entire  area  as  wilderness. 
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TABLE  4  -  Corparative  Summary  of  the  Hrpacts  by  Alternative 

ISSLE-raiAIED 
WBCUCES 

MlrWDXERJESS 
ATTTTMsmVE 

WUdemess  \^lues "\^liES  cf  raturalneas, 
9niliti.rte  &  p±niti\e  recs- 
reaticn  vculd  be  redxed 

en  ip  to  8,000  acres  if  9 
mJles  of  pawES±ine  are 
built  in  the  pccposad 
utility  ocrridcr  in  the 
norwLldaTEEB  area.  The 

pax]g±i£n  of  returalneas 
vyaMbe  redcBd  en  415 
aciES  to  pxpiaed 

rsrgB  inpr>\^To±s.  Wil- 
daresB  values  W3ild  be 

sLi^±ly  reticBdcn 
40,460  aca:es  dje  to 
oatinal  OF  use. 

Solitirfe  vcLdd  be 

sli^itly  atErred 

ty  closing  15  miles 

cf  w^and  elimina- 
tdng  5,700  visitrr- 
dE^  cf  CH^uge. 
There  vculd  be  sane 
ccrtiruBd  \^iicbe 
tra-eL  for  range 

iiHiEcjaiet.  There 

vculd  alaDbe  ille- 
q^  CWuge  en  the 
padirebor  cf  the 
area  as  no 
natural  fcEgriFar; 

edst.  Ihepaxi^)- 
tdcn  cf  rHturalness 
vculd  be  iBirBdcn 
415  acres  dJB  to 

range  iitpxMJiats. 

IfaituralneES,  Fnlitiite  & 

prinLtb^  rBcreaticn 
vculd  rorain  as  th^ 
sdst  en  the  25,174 

acres  desi^Hted  vdlda> 
neas.  These  valiKS  vculd 
be  lost  en  ip  to  8,000 

acres  in  the  rrrHvllder^ 
nesspcrticn  if  9  miles 
cf  powedine  are  built 
in  the  pxpcsed  utility 
ocrridar.  I^rFrtimcf 
naburalne^  vculd  be 
rBi.rBi  en  435  acres  dje 

tx)  ran^  inpx^oiets. 
ScQltirie  vculd  errtiriiB 
to  be  disturbed  ty  5,700 
vdsitaxfeys  cf  CHVuse 
en  15  miles  cf  ve^. 

ItecrBertncral  CHJUae Nd  inpact,  as  airra± 
recreaticTBl  CH^uae  cf 

5,600  visitoxi^  vculd 
oartirue. 

rfeGceadcral  CtfJxjBa 

cf  5,600  visitrr- 
da^  aogocdated  vdth 
eixiar  hxtirg  vculd 
be  fcr^oTe 

anxally.    TJipacts 
of  ̂ lifting  this  use 
to  otJiarptTilic 
l^njs  vculd  be 

sli^±. 
ffeavy  cixter  hrting 
use  vculd  decline 
djB  to  the  clcRure 
cf  15  mil£s  cf  vays. 

Nd  sd^ificRrt  iirpact. 
The  ncn-suitsfcile  area 
enrtains  the  odsting 
15railfis  cf  vays  that 

SLfpcrt  the  5,600  vis- 
isbcr  c^s  cf  recrBa- ticral  \^iicleiBe. 

Tians  Sioia  Utility 
Otrridnr 

Nd  iirpact.  The  9^nile 
utility  ccrrida:  vculd  be 
a^ailiable  far  fixture  ecn- 
sbirtien  cf  hi^  M3Ltags 

pcwQ±ines. 

There  oouldbe  no 

powedine  built  in 
the  9^nndle  utility 

rrrridrr.  Ay  fiiure 

poferiine  vculd  hET^ 
to  be  built  in  a 

raaceespamve  loc- aticn  oTtsidR  tiie 
VBL   

No  inpact.  The  9imle 

titil  ity  rrrr-irlrr-  Mnild be  amliEfcle  far  fiitiire 
ccnstnrtien  of  a  hi^ 

Mdtage  pcwoiine. 



Tfftile  4  -  Gtnp3QatL\«  Slimary  of  the  3iipacts  ty  ALtaTBti\«  (Otrt'd) 

IEBLE-45EIAIED 
FE9JJQS 

WCREEDICTKN AEIrWHIERCaS B«I!IM>WnJI»EB 

Btfergared  S^iacdfis Thepobaidal  for  inpacts 
en  flrrntTRllrTria  holncga^- 
icrun  vnild  not  be  sigu- 
ficBrt  <±E  tjo  the  aiall 
rudssr  cf  surface 

disturtdng  prRRJbil  itips 
and  the  initl^rt±ig 
ireosures  cA^iMileat 
each  Ixatkn.    Nb 

activities  are  plamsd  in 
the  area  vhsE  thepLcrt 
is  fbxd. 

Nd  inpact  en  erdsTf 

gaied  spgcdfis.    Ihe 
die  SToll  sbock  pcrd 

p:rpTipri  is  locHbsd 
sbcf/  Dluxx  ]<ncMi  pcp~ 
iilrrtim  C3C  Sbiiitpl]- 
aria  hcQuccgiicgiiiu 

Thepobatial  for  im- 
pacbs  en  ScnihRnflria 
hdiTcceTicruTi  vaild  nob 

be  sigiifirprt  de  to 
the  aioll  luitor  of 

pnRRJblfi  surface  dis- 
tu±drg  activities  end 
the  raiti^ttirg  msasures 

cwailabLe  at  eadi  loca- 
ticn.  Nb  activities  are 

pl^rTBd  in  area  vhete 
pla-fc  is  fanl,   

F.  Local  Social  and  Econcanic  Considerations 

No  significant  loc^al  serial  or  economic  considerations  were  identified 

in  the  draft  and  final  Eagle  Lake-Cedarville  Wilderness  EIS's. 
Therefore,  no  further  discajssion  of  this  txpic  will  cxxur  in  tiiis 
document. 

G.  Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Ccantnents 

Public  involvement  has  cccurred  throu^out  the  wilderness  review 
process.     Ccraments  received  during  the  inventory  process  and  early 
stages  of  EIS  pr^jaration  were  used  to  develep  significant  stuc^  issues 
and  ciltematives  for  wilderness  management. 

A  technical  review  team  (TRT)  was  also  used  to  help  identify  issues  and 
formulate  the  alternatives  analyzed  in  the  EIS.     It  was  used  as  a  tool 
to  lessen  the  chances  of  polarization  between  interest  groups  and  to 
provide  the  Bureau  with  hi^  qualit:y  public  input  r^resentative  of  the 
positions  of  key  groups  interested  in  or  affected  by  wilderness 
designations.     Ir^xit  provided  by  liie  TRT  was  used  in  develcping  the 
wilderness  reccanmendations  for  this  WSA. 

For  the  Eagle  lake-Cedarville  Wilderness  EIS  that  included  the  Five 
Springs  WSA,  the  Susanville  District  Advisory  Council  identified  the 
following  interested  groips  and  resources  to  be  r^resented  on  an 
ei^t-member  TRT:     livestocJc-adjacent  land  owners;  wildlife-agencies- 
sportsmen-wildemess-environmental-dispersed  recreation;  minerals- 
energy-utilities,  wild  horses;  motorized  recreation,  cultiural- 
historical-archeological ;  Bureau  of  Land  Management.     The 
r^resentatives  were  very  knowledgeable  and  hi^ily  respected  members  of 
their  interest  groins.     The  TRT  members  toured  the  WSA,  held  lengthy 
discussions  spanning  many  weeks  and  eventually  reached  unanimous 
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agreement  that  a  no-wilderness  recooranendation  was  ^jprcpriate  for  the 
Five  Springs  WSA.  Ihe  team's  reccxninendation  of  non-suitable  was 
si:?:ported  by  the  Susanville  Distric±  Advisory  Council  and  by  BIM,  and 
is  the  reccmtnended  action  for  this  WSA. 

Key  issues  raised  through  public  involvement  and  analyzed  by  the  TRT 
and  in  the  EIS  were;  a  wilderness  complex  v*iere  five  adjacent  WSAs, 
s^jarated  only  by  boundary  roads  (including  Five  Springs  WSA) ,  would  be 
managed  as  a  wilderness  ccnplex  inclusive  of  the  road  (this  was 

analyzed  in  the  all-wilderness  alternative  of  the  EIS) ;  the  quality  of 
the  wilderness  resourcse  and  hew  much  was  ajprcpriate  to  be  preserved 
and  managed  as  wilderness;  concern  that  wilderness  would  prevent 
potential  mineral  develc^xnent,  livestock  management  activities  and 
motorized  recreation  access  for  hunting;  concern  that  wilderness  would 
limit  management  of  wild  horses  and  burro  pc^xilations;  and  concern  that 

wilderness  would  preclude  develcpn:»ent  of  potential  hi^-voltage 
electric  transmission  lines  throu^  the  region.  All  of  these  issues 
were  addressed  in  each  of  the  three  alternatives  analyzed  in  the  EIS: 

all  wilderness,  partial  wilderness  (50%  suitable,  50%  non-suitable)  and 
no  wilderness.  During  formal  public  reviews  of  the  draft  EIS,  a  total 
of  306  ccxnments  were  received  that  addressed  this  WSA  specifically  or 

as  part  of  general  coanments  on  all  WSA's  in  the  draft  EIS.  Of  the  306 
ocraments  received,  11  were  oral  ccxnments  received  at  public  hearings 
held  in  Cedarville  and  Susanville,  California  and  in  Reno,  Nevada.  The 
remaining  295  comments  received  were  written.  In  general,  32 
respondents  supported  all  wilderness,  263  siqported  no  wilderness 
(reccanmended  by  BLM)  and  1  supported  partial  wilderness.  Ten 
respondents  supported  more  wilderness  than  was  addressed  in  the  draft 
EIS. 

Ihose  favoring  wilderness  cited  the  area's  natural  character, 
ciportunities  for  primitive  recreation  (mainly  hiking  and  si<^tseeing) , 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  archeological  Vcilues  within  the  WSA. 
Inclusion  of  the  area  in  the  NWPS  as  a  r^resentative  of  volcanic 
landforms  in  the  desert  shrub  ecosystem  was  also  cited. 

Those  exposed  to  wilderness  cited  concern  that  despite  livestock's 
grandfathered  provisions  in  the  Wilderness  Act,  livestock  management 
activities  (pjarticularly  motorized  access  for  water  facility  inspection 
and  maintenance  and  sheep  caiip  movement)  would  be  restricted. 
Restrictions  or  prdiibition  on  developxnent  of  new  water  facilities, 
springs  and  reservoirs,  was  also  cited  as  reasons  for  exposition  to 
wilderness.  Others  exposed  to  wilderness  cited  the  elimination  of 
pxDssible  mineral  develcpment  in  designated  wilderness  as  a  general 
reason  without  reference  to  sp»ecific  mineral  values  within  the  WSA. 

All  of  the  following  local  and  state  agencies  supported  the  BIM  no- 
wilderness  alternative: 

Lassen  County  (California)  Board  of  SupDervisors;  Nevada  County 
(California)  Sipervisor  Joel  Gustafson;  The  State  of  Nevada 
throu^  the  Nevada  Clearin^ouse;  Ihe  Nevada  Division  of  State 
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Parks;  The  Nevada  Department  of  Minerals;  and  Ihe  California 
D^jartment  of  Fish  and  Game.  Washoe  County,  Nevada  did  not  submit 
cxsnments. 

Letters  were  received  frcm  two  State  agencies  and  five  Federal  agencies 
that  took  no  position  as  to  a  reccramendation  on  alternatives,  issues, 
or  acreage  to  be  preserved  as  wilderness.  They  were  from  the 
California  D^jartment  of  Water  Resources,  Nevada  Division  of  Historic 
Preservation,  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  National  Park  Service,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  U.S.  Geological  Survey,  and  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency. 
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Skedaddle 
CA-020-612 





SKECftPDIF  wrmRRMESS  gTOEY  AREA  (WEA) 

(CA-02(>-612) 

1.   THE  STODY  AREA.     63,189  acres 

Ihe  Skedaddle  WSA  is  Itxated  in  Lassen  County,  California  (99.59%)  and  in 
Washoe  County,  Nevada  (0.5%) .  The  WSA  contains  62,010  acres  of  BIM  land  and 
1,179  acres  of  private  land  located  in  seven  parcels  varying  in  size  from  40 
to  640  acres  (see  Map  1  and  Table  1) .  Cities  nearest  the  WSA  are 
Susanville,  California,  30  miles  west  and  Reno,  Nevada,  70  miles  south. 

The  unit  is  bounded  on  the  west  by  the  Bruebeck  Springs  Road,  private  land, 
and  county  Road  320.  On  the  south,  the  boundary  follows  section  lines  to 
avoid  toe  slopes  determined  to  be  unnatural  during  the  inventory  due  to 
numerous  roads  and  gravel  pits.  In  this  area  the  boundary  follows  the 

section  line  extending  east-^^st,   south  of  T.  28  N.,  R.  16  E.,  sections 
1,2,3,4  and  T.  28  N. ,  R.  17  E.,  section  6.  Continuing  eastward,  the 

southern  boundary  extends  north  1-1/2  miles  and  east  2  miles  around  the 
boundary  of  the  Sierra  Army  D^xDt's  demolition  site  withdrawal.  On  the 
east,  the  boundary  follows  the  Spencer  Creek  and  Skedaddle  Roads  and  private 
land.  On  the  north,  the  boundary  follows  Humboldt  Wagon  Road  and  private 
land. 

The  WSA  is  located  on  the  northwestern  edge  of  the  arid  Great  Basin, 
characterized  by  eroded  volcanic  mountains  and  expansive  desert  valleys  (the 
remains  of  ancient  late  beds) .  The  WSA  comprises  an  area  approximately  10 
miles  by  12  miles.  The  Skedaddle  and  Amedee  Mountains  located  within  the 
central  and  southern  parts  of  the  VISA  are  its  doaninant  physical  features. 
These  peaks  rise  from  adjacent  dry  late  beds  and  low  sloping  hills  from 
elevations  of  4,200  feet  to  the  7680- foot  summit  of  Skedaddle  Mountain. 

The  core  area  of  the  VKA  is  dominated  by  rugged  vertical  cliffs,  canyons, 
peate,  and  upland  basins  of  the  Skedaddle  and  Amedee  Mountains.  The  hi^er 
Skedaddle  elevations  si^port  scattered  aspen  groves  and  patches  of  Icirge 
berry  shrubs.  The  de^  canyons  sujport  riparian  vegetation  (willows,  wild 
rose,  berry  shrubs)  and  the  upland  basins,  small  grass  meadows.  The 

northern  and  eastern  edges  of  the  WSA  are  cpen,  sagebrush-covered  flats  that 
develcp  into  long,  toe  slopes  of  the  Skedaddle  Mountains.  On  the  south  and 
west,  shorter  and  steeper  toe  slcpes  lead  into  Amedee  Mountain.  Sagebrush 
and  bunch  grass  vegetation  dominate  the  majority  of  the  WSA. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLFMA) .  Four  (4)  different  alternatives  were  analyzed  in 

the  Eagle  Lake-Cedarville  Final  Wilderness  EIS:  partial  wilderness,  the 
proposed  action,  v*iere  60%  of  the  WSA  would  be  designated  wilderness, 
partial  wilderness  where  (39%)  of  the  WSA  would  be  designated  wilderness, 
all  wilderness  and  no  wilderness. 



2.        RECXMENDATIC^  RATIONAIE 37,644        acres  reccammended  for 
wilderness 

24,366        BIM  acres  reccmnended 
for  non-wilderness 

Sixty  percent  partial  wilderness  is  the  reccramendation  for  this  WSA.  24,366 
acres  in  this  WSA  are  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  Ihe  suitable 

recoBrtimendation  is  conditional,  on  a  qualifying  statement  being  embodied  in 
the  enabling  legislation,  that  wilderness  designation  would  not  iirpair  the 
present  or  future  mission  of  the  Sierra  Array  D^x)t,  v*iidh  is  vital  to 
national  security  and  loccLL  econcsnic  stability. 

Within  California  37,339  acres  are  recommended  suitable  and  24,366  acres  are 
reccramended  non-suitable.  Within  Nevada  589  acres  are  recommended  suitable. 

The  all-wilderness  ciltemative  is  the  environmentally  preferred  alternative 
because  it  would  result  in  the  least  change  from  the  existing  natural 
environment  over  time.  The  selected  alternative  will  be  implemented  in  a 
manner  vAiich  will  use  all  practical  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmentcd 
iirpacts. 

Ihe  60%  partial-wilderness  recommendation  for  the  Skedaddle  Mountain  WSA  is 
based  on  the  following  rationale:  (1)  the  lands  prcposed  for  wilderness 
possess  very  hi^  quality  wilderness  values,  vAiile  on  lands  not  reccmnended 
for  wilderness,  these  values  are  lower  or  resource  conflicts  occur,  (2)  the 
proposed  wilderness  can  be  managed  to  preserve  wilderness  qualities  and  (3) 
wilderness  designation  will  not  have  a  significant  iitpact  on  land  use 
occurring  adjacent  to  the  prc^xDsed  wilderness,  such  as  the  Sierra  Array 
Depot  cperations. 

Ihe  area  of  the  Skedaddle  Mountain  WSA  recxxnmended  for  wilderness  contains 

outstanding  wilderness  qualities.  Ihe  area  is  a  rugged,  mountainous  land- 
form  dissected  fcy  many  ste^,  rocky  canyons,  cliffs  and  ridges. 
Opportunities  for  solitude  are  plentiful  throu^out  the  large 

topograj^iically-diverse  area.  Ihe  area  offers  excellent  c^portunities  for 
challenging  primitive  recreation  in  a  rugged,  natural  setting.  Hiking, 
bac3q»cking,  and  wildlife  observation,  particularly  c^portunities  for 
viewing  birds  of  prey,  are  excellent.  Many  riparian  areas,  springs,  and 
aspen  groves  add  to  the  natural  afpeal  of  the  recoammended  wilderness  area. 
Outstanding  scenic  vistas  are  common  from  hi^  points  on  the  Skedaddle  and 
Amedee  ridgecrests.  Because  of  the  unique  geogra^iic  location  of  Skedaddle 
Mountains,  views  of  three  major  geologic  provinces,  the  Cascades,  the  Great 
Basin  and  the  Sierra  Nevada,  can  be  enjoyed  from  within  the  recommended 
wilderness  area.  The  vistas  of  the  undisturbed  natural  areas  within  the 

reccmroended  wilderness  and  the  vast  expanse  of  geologically  diverse  land- 
forms  beyond  the  WSA  hei^ten  the  e3^)erience  of  isolation  inherent  in 
wilderness. 
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Ihe  area  recxanmended  for  wilderness  can  be  effectively  managed  to  preserve 
wilderness  qualities.  Cliffs  and  ste^,  rocky  terrain  limit  vehicle  entry 
along  the  western  and  southern  sides  of  the  reocaranended  wilderness.  On  the 
eastern  and  northern  portions  of  the  recanmended  wilderness,  prxjvision  for 

vehicle  access  on  tvro  canyon-bottcm  cherrysteramed  roads  will  provide  for 
ccaitinued  vehicle  access  to  pcpular  hunting  area*^  within  the  Spencer  and 
Skedaddle  Creek  drainages.  Continued  vehicle  access  into  these  areas  should 
reduce  the  potential  for  vehicle  entry  into  the  wilderness  areas  along  the 
more  open  slopes  adjacent  to  the  eastern  boundary.  Management  to  preserve 
wilderness  would  not  be  affected  by  two  parcels  of  private  land  located 

within  the  core  of  the  reocanmended  wilderness  area.  One  120-acre  parcel 
contains  a  smcLLl  stock  pond  and  is  used   for  stock  watering.  Continued  stock 
watering  will  not  affect  management  of  the  area  as  wilderness.  Ihe  parcel 
is  accessible  via  a  cherrystemed  road  that  accesses  an  adjacent  prcperty 
cwned  by  the  same  landowner.  Ihe  second  parcel,  160  acres,  is  undevelcped 
and  is  located  in  Little  Spencer  Basin  within  the  core  of  the  recommended 
wilderness.  Steep  slcpes  and  difficult  access  over  a  very  rocky 

cherrystemmed  road  and  across  1-1/2  miles  of  grass  and  brush-covered  slcpes 
within  the  recanmended  wilderness,  limit  develcpnent  potential  of  this 
parcel.  It  is  unlikely  that  this  parcel  would  be  developed  and  therefore, 
it  is  not  expected  that  future  use  of  this  private  parcel  would  cause 
adverse  iirpacts  to  wilderness.  Five  other  private  parcels  are  located  at 
the  end  of  cherrystemmed  roads  that  extend  into  the  reccanraended  wilderness 
area.  Ihese  parcels  are  used  for  livestock  watering  and  contain  small  stock 
ponds  and  developed  springs.  Continued  use  of  these  parcels  for  livestock 
watering  and  seasonal  hunter  camps  is  not  expected  to  affect  the 
preservation  of  wilderness  qualities  on  adjacent  lands  reccanmended  for 
wilderness  and  acquisition  is  not  reccmmended. 

Preservation  of  wilderness  qualities  within  the  recommended  wilderness  area 
would  not  be  affected  by  minercil  or  geothermal  resource  develcpanent. 
Mineral  values  within  the  recommended  wilderness  area  v^le  present  (seven 
perlite  claims)  are  considered  subeconcmic  and  are  not  expected  to  be 
developed.  Geothermal  resource  develc^aiient  is  not  ejqDected  on  830  acres  of 
the  Wendel  YiKMn  Geothermal  Resource  Area  (KGRA)  located  within  the 
recommended  wilderness  area  because  of  1cm  potential  and  hi^  develcpment 
costs  related  to  very  rou^  terrain.  Alternate  sites  are  available  within 
the  KGRA  outside  the  recommended  wilderness  area  v*iere  the  geothermal 
resource  is  considered  to  have  a  hi^er  potential  and  site  develcpiient  costs 
would  be  substanticilly  less  because  of  more  favorable  terrain. 

Wilderness  values  are  affected  by  cperations  at  the  Sierra  Army  Depot 
ammunition  demolition  facility  located  on  military  withdrawal  land  adjacent 

to  the  wilderness  study  cirea's  south  side.  Ammunition  detonations  cause 
brief  loud  disturbances  to  solitude  within  the  recanmended  wilderness  area. 
While  these  activities  disturb  solitude  within  the  VKA,  the  infrequent  and 
brief  impact  of  these  activities  do  not  affect  solitude  or  other  wilderness 

qualities  to  such  cin  extent  to  warrant  non-^ildemess  designation  of  an 
otherwise  hi^tily  qualified  area.  Ihis  wilderness  recommendation  is  based  on 

the  recognition  that  vdiile  the  outside  influences  of  the  Sierra  Army  D^xDt's 
activities  may  vary  widely  with  associated  affects  on  solitude  within  the 
recommended  wilderness,  these  inpacts  are  temporary  and  transient. 



CXitstanding  (importunities  for  rugged,  challenging  primitive  recreatiCTi,  hi^ 
wildlife  values  that  enhance  wilderness  ejqjerienoes,  natural  characteristics 
throu^out  the  heart  of  the  WSA  and,  for  the  large  majority  of  time, 
excellent  c^portunities  for  solitude  all  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  this 
area  qualifies  for  wilderness  designation. 

Ihe  BIM  recognizes  the  Sierra  Array  Depot  activities  as  legitimate  uses  of 
neartoy  land  and  recoinmends  to  local,  State,  and  Federal  authorities  that 
there  be  no  iitpairment  of  D^XDt  activities  because  of  wilderness 
designation.  BIM  recoimends  that  Congress  review  the  situation  concerning 
the  proximity  of  Sierra  Anry  D^xDt  prior  to  drafting  the  legislation,  and 
make  findings  that  would  allcw  the  continuing  and  potential  ejqjansicffi  of 
cperations  on  the  Sierra  Array  Depot.  If  designated  as  wilderness,  the 
Sierra  Array  Depot  would  be  directly  involved  in  the  develc^snent  of  a 
wilderness  management  plan  for  the  Skedaddle  Mountains. 

This  wilderness  reccxnmendation  carries  with  it  a  non-wilderness 

reccaranendation  for  a  one  mile  wide  area  that  surrounds  the  Depot's  militciry 
withdrawal  land.  Ihis  area  coincides  with  Lassen  County's  public  safety 
zone  designation  around  the  depot  demolition  facility  land.  This  area, 
ccanbined  with  one  to  two  miles  of  military  withdrawal  land  located  between 
the  withdrawal  boundary  and  the  actual  demolition  grounds,  provides  a  zone 
two  to  three  miles  wide  between  the  reccanmended  wilderness  area  and  the 

demolition  site.  Tcpograf^c  relief  provides  ̂ lysical,  visual  and  audible 
screening  of  most  of  the  recommended  wilderness  area  frcm  the  demolition 
site. 

Past  regular  BIM  use  (hunting,  and  hiking)  on  public  lands  adjacent  to  the 
demolition  facility  have  not  resulted  in  any  reported  problems  by  area 
visitors,  nor  has  such  use  generated  requests  by  depot  management  to  extend 
the  safety  zones. 

Hunting  for  deer  and  chukar  are  pcpular  uses  of  the  reccanmended  wilderness 
area  and  these  activities  can  continue  under  wilderness  designation.  Ihe 
recommended  wilderness  area  boundaries  were  developed  to  insure  that  cill 
existing  major  vehicle  access  routes  into  the  Skedaddle  WSA  remain  cpen  to 
motorized  vehicle  use  with  the  ejqpressed  purpose  of  providing  access  to 
pcpular  hunting  areas.  Cherrysteramed  roads  extend  1:5)  Spencer  and  Skedaddle 
Creek  and  into  Wendel  Canyon.  Access  to  other  popular  hunting  areas  is 
possible  frcan  boundary  roads  and  on  39  miles  of  vehicle  ways  that  will 

remain  cpen  in  the  non-wilderness  area.  Ei^t  miles  of  vehicle  access  ways 
would  be  closed  to  protect  wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and  solitude  in 
the  reccanmended  wilderness  area. 

Areas  not  reccanmended  for  wilderness  have  Icwer  wilderness  values 

characterized  by  coanmon  uninteresting  landscapes,  management  difficulties 
and  resource  conflicts.  Area  A,  located  north  and  west  of  the  Skedaddle 
Mountains,  v*iich  is  not  recommended  for  wilderness,  has  genercilly  broad  and 
flat  to  gradually  slcping  terrain.  Vftiile  c^portunities  for  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation  cire  present  in  these  areas,  the  areas  lack  the 
tcpograj^iic  variety,  scenic  interest  and  hi^  wildlife  values  that 
contribute  to  the  hi^er  quality  wilderness  experiences  present  within 



reccanmended  wilderness  cirea.  Ihe  non-wilderness  arecis  offer  limited  appecil 
for  hiking,  backpacking,  si^tseeing  and  canping.  Resource  conflicts  in  the 
non-wilderness  area  north  of  Skedaddle  Mountain  are  with  motorized  use 
cissociated  with  hunting  access  and  the  need  for  a  future  utility  corridor 

cLLong  an  existing  underground  tel^iione  line  that  parallels  the  WSA's 
northern  boundary.  Motorized  use  of  this  area  for  hunting  access  to  lands 
within  the  core  of  the  V3SA  is  the  main  public  use  of  the  cirea.  Wilderness 
designation  would  prevent  access  throu^  this  area  and  significantly  reduce 
hunting  use  of  the  core  cireas  of  the  WSA. 

^proximately  ei^t  miles  along  the  VKA's  northern  side  have  been  identified 
by  the  utility  industry  as  needed  for  a  hi<^  priority  potential  utility 
corridor.  This  area  is  one  of  the  last  remaining  areas  that  can  provide  an 

east-west  utility  corridor  throu^  Northern  Ccdifomia.  No  construction  is 
planned  at  this  time,  but  the  alignment  is  considered  necessary  for 

development  of  future  pcwer  corridors.  This  potenticil  non-wilderness  use  of 
the  WSA's  northern  side  was  cilso  deemed  a  more  iitportant  use  of  the  cirea 
than  wilderness  designation  of  an  area  of  nondescript  wilderness  qualities. 

Area  B  located  south  and  east  of  Amedee  Mountain  vdiich  is  recommended  non- 

wilderness  coincides  with  a  one-mile  public  safety  zone  surrounding  the 
Sierra  Array  Depot's  military  withdrawcil  vAiere  ammunition  detonation  occurs. 
Non^wildemess  is  recommended  in  support  of  the  intent  of  this  designation. 
The  area  on  the  southeastern  comer  of  the  VlSh  adjacent  to  the  public  safety 
zone  is  reccmimended  non-^ildemess  because  it  is  located  dcwnwind  of  the 
Sierra  Array  Depot  demolition  site.  Prevailing  westerly  winds  carry 
dissipating  smoke  and  dust  clouds  over  this  area. 



TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area 

BLM       (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only) 

Inholdings 
State 
Private 

Itotal 

CA 

61,422 
0 

0 

1,179 

NV 
589 

0 

0 
0 

Acres 

TOTAL 

62,010 
0 

0 

1,179 

62,601 
589 63,189 

Within  the  Recoaonmended  Wilderness  Boundary 

BIM        (within  WSA) 
BIM        (outside  WSA) 
Split  Estate  (within  WSA) 
Split  Estate  (outside  WSA) 

Total  BIM  Land  Reccinmended  for  Wilderness 

Inholdings-'- 

State 
Private 

Within  the  Area  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness 

BIM        (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only) 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  Reccinmended  for  Wilderness 

Acres 

^ 
NV 

TOTAL 

37,055 
589 

37,644 0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

37,055 589 37,644 

0 0 0 
283 0 

283 

Acres 

CA NV 

'lOTAL 

24,366 0 
24,366 0 0 0 

24,366 24,366 

^^pendix  1  is  a  detailed  description  of  inholdings  and  split  estate  tracts 
included  within  the  study.  For  purposes  of  this  r^ort,  split  estate  lands  are 
defined  only  as  those  lands  with  Federal  surface  and  non  Federal  subsurface 
(minerals) .  Lands  that  have  Federal  minercils  but  non  Federal  surface  should  be 
classified  in  this  r^xDrt  by  the  owner  of  the  surface  estate. 



3.   CRITERIA  OONSIDERED  IN  DEVELOPING  THE  WILDERNESS  REOOMMENDATIONS : 

A.   Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.   Naturalness; 

Ihe  Skedaddle  WSA  ajpecirs  naturcil  throu^cjut.  In  the  area 
reccramended  for  wilderness  designation,  rugged  cliffs,  ste^ 
slcpes,  numerous  ridges  and  canyons  of  the  Amedee  and  Skedaddle 
Mountains  bear  the  weathered  iiiprint  of  natural  change  unaffected 
by  man.  Native  grass,  shrub  and  riparian  ̂ jecies  contribute  to 
the  natural  ^pearance  of  this  area.  Scattered,  small  a^Den 
groves  on  the  northern  slcpe  of  Skedaddle  Mountain  further  add  to 
the  natural  appeal  of  the  area.  The  area  not  reccsmmended  for 
wilderness,  althou^  not  as  rugged  tcpographically,  is  also 
natural  in  ajpearance  and  is  peculated  by  native  grass  and  shrub 

species. 

Unnatural  man-made  features  do  occur  within  both  the  area 
reccatimended  for  wilderness  and  the  area  not  reccanmended  for 
wilderness.  Within  the  area  reccsnnmended  for  wilderness 

designation,  man-made  features  consist  of  8  developed  springs,  16 
small  (1  acre  or  less)  stock  ponds,  1.5  miles  of  four-strand  wire 
fence,  and  8  miles  of  access  ways.  The  stock  ponds  are  located  in 
drainages  along  the  northern  and  eastern  slopes  of  the  area 
reccanmended  for  wilderness.  Most  develcped  springs  are  located  in 
the  Skedaddle  and  Spencer  Creek  drainages.  Ihree  wildlife 

guzzlers  (water  catchments) ,  10  •  X  20 ' ,  are  also  located  within 
the  reccxnmended  suitable  area. 

These  man-made  facilities  are  small,  lew  profile  developments  that 
have  little  inpact  on  the  appearance  of  naturalness  in  the 
adjacent  areas  and  in  the  WSA  as  a  v*iole.  Stock  ponds  are  located 
in  the  bottcm  of  drainages  and  are  visually  screened  by  adjacent 
ridges  and  nearby  slopes.  Natural  revegetation  of  stock  pond  dams 
limits  the  visibility  of  most  of  these  structures  to  small  areas 
immediately  around  facilities.  Fences  blend  into  the  surrounding 
landscape  because  they  are  visually  small  objects  that  are  hard  to 
distinguish  in  the  surrounding  mosaic  of  brush,  grasses  and  rock. 

Access  ways  are  little  more  than  two-^wheel  tracks  throu^  the 
brush  and  are  generally  located  in  the  bottom  of  drainages  vAiere 
brush  and  adjacent  ridges  effectively  shield  them  frcan  all  but 
immediate  view. 

In  the  area  not  reccanmended  for  wilderness  designation,  there  are 
7  developed  springs,  15  small  (one  acre  or  less)  stock  ponds,  4.5 
miles  of  wire  fence  and  39  miles  of  access  ways.  As  in  the  area 

reccwimended  for  wilderness,  these  man-made  features  blend  into  the 
landscape  and  do  not  affect  the  ajpearance  of  naturalness  beyond 
the  immediate  area  surrounding  each  facility.  Naturalness  was  not 
a  significant  factor  in  deleting  the  portion  of  the  WSA  not 
recommended  for  wilderness. 
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Detonation  and  burning  of  ammunition  and  other  materials  at  the 

Sierra  knay  Depot's  dotolition  facility  on  the  southern  flank  of 
the  Amedee  Mountains  two  miles  south  of  the  WSA,  causes  smoke 
clouds  that  occasionally  drift  over  the  WSA  and  affect 
naturalness.  Ihe  extent  of  the  inpact  depend  upon  the  wind 
direction,  type  of  ammunition  detonated,  and  frequency  of 

detonation  (usually  single  to  multiple  detonations  within  a  one- 
hour  period  in  mid-afternoon) .  Prevailing  westerly  winds  usually 
carry  the  majority  of  cloud  drift  east  of  the  WSA,  but  drift  of 
dissipating  clouds  over  the  WSA  does  occur. 

2.   Solitude 

The  cirea  of  Skedaddle  WSA  recotimended  for  wilderness  designation 
offers  excellent  c^portunities  for  experiencing  solitude. 

Numerous  rugged  canyons,  ridges  and  mountain-riinmed  L^^l^rid  basins 
provide  airple  opportunities  for  isolation.  Within  Amedee,  James, 
Skedaddle  and  Spencer  Creek  Canyons,  Big  and  Little  Spencer 
Basins,  as  well  as  within  the  many  unnamed  canyons  that  ccnprise 
the  balance  of  the  reccsranended  wilderness  area,  rugged  tc^xDgr^jhy 
provides  both  visual  and  audial  screening,  shielding  visitors  one 
from  another  as  well  as  frcm  the  influences  of  activities  outside 

the  WSA.  Area  A,  within  the  area  not  reccmimended  for  wilderness 
(see  Map  1) ,  is  characterized  by  level  to  gently  slcping  terrain. 
This  area  has  little  tcpogra^iic  variation  to  provide  visucd 
screening  and  isolation  of  visitors.  While  c^portunities  for 
ejqjeriencing  solitude  in  this  area  west  and  north  of  the  area 
reccanimended  for  wilderness  are  present,  the  c^iportunities  are  not 
as  good  as  within  the  area  reccmnended  for  wilderness. 

Within  Area  B,  also  not  reccanmended  for  wilderness,  there  are 
excellent  c^portunities  for  solitude,  except  during  brief  periods 

v^en  detonations  frcan  Sierra  Anry  Depot's  ammunition  demolition 
facility  terrporarily  disturb  solitude  with  loud  explosive  blasts. 
These  vary  frcm  single  to  multiple  explosions  usually  occurring 

within  a  one-hour  period  in  mid-afternoon.  Frequency  of 
detonations  varies  with  Sierra  Army  Depot's  workload  and  weather 
conditions.  Detonations  do  not  always  occur  on  a  daily  basis. 
This  area  is  tcpograj±LLcally  diverse,  and  as  with  adjacent  areas 
recommended  for  wilderness,  offers  excellent  c^portunities  for 
solitude.  Disturbance  to  solitude  by  demolition  activities  was 
not  the  principal  reason  for  deletion  of  this  area  from  the 
recommended  wilderness. 

Throu<^out  most  of  the  year,  human  activities  have  little  iirpact 
on  solitude  within  the  WSA.  Livestock  cperators  travel  on 
existing  roads  and  ways  and  occasional  visits  from  hikers  and 
horseback  riders  are  seasonal  and  infrequent.  During  fall  hunting 
season,  however,  solitude  is  terrporarily  disturbed  by  hunter 

activity.  An  estimated  4200  visitor-days  of  hunter  use  occur 
within  the  WSA,  mainly  from  mid-October  throu^  mid-Novenber 
during  deer  season  and  the  first  4  weeks  of  Chukar  season. 



Solitude  is  disturbed  by  hunter  vehicle  use  on  18  miles  of 
cherrysteinmed  roads  that  extend  within  the  WSA  and  on  47  miles  of 
acc3ess  ways  that  also  are  within  the  WSA.  Hcwever,  most  of  this 
solitude  disturbing  activity  occurs  on  10  miles  of  cherrysteramed 
roads  and  39  miles  of  access  ways  located  outside  the  area 
reccramended  for  wilderness.  Within  the  area  reccinmended  for 
wilderness,  hunter  vehicle  use  is  concentrated  within  narrcw 
canyons  (v*iere  pcpular  access  roads  have  been  cherrysteramed  cut  of 
the  reccnimended  wilderness)  or  on  peripheral  boundary  roads. 
Vehicle  noise  is  confined  within  the  canyons  v*iere  the 
cherrysteramed  roads  are  located  or  is  limited  to  the  outer 
perijiiery  of  the  recommended  wilderness  vdiere  vehicle  noise  has 
little  affect  on  solitude. 

Other  iirpacts  to  solitude  within  the  reccamiended  wilderness  area. 
from  outside  activities  result  frcm  periodic  military  helicopter 
security  flints  around  the  depot  demolition  facility  adjacent  to 

the  WSA's  south  side  and  frcm  jet  aircraft  take-off  and  landing  at 
the  Sierra  Array  D^xDt  airstrip  2-1/2  miles  south  of  the  WSA. 
Helicc^jter  flints  cire  intermittent  and  have  tertporary  iirpacts  cxi 
solitude.  Frequency  of  flints  vary  widely  and  is  d^jendent  i:{x»i 
military  shipments  (transports)  and  training  schedules  (filter 
aircraft) .  Iirpacts  to  solitude  are  teitporary  loud  engine  sounds, 

mainly  noticeable  on  south-facing  sieves. 

This  WSA  is  periodiccilly  overflown  by  military  aircraft  cis  peirt  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
cperating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  tenporary  effects  on  solitude 
viiich  are  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the 
defense  preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.   Primitive  and  Unconf ined  Recreation 

The  area  recommended  for  wilderness  designation  af forxJs 
exceptional  c^portunities  for  primitive  and  unconf  ined  types  of 
recreation.  The  Amedee  and  Skedaddle  Mountains  are  dissected  ky  a 
myriad  of  ste^  and  narrow  canyons  that  provide  challenging 
hiking/exploration  cfportunities.  Jagged  cliffs,  caves,  and 
volcanic  spires  abound  on  the  west  face  of  the  Amedee  Mountain 
(known  locally  as  Wendel  Cliffs) .  Skedaddle  ridgecrest  emd  its 
three  peaks,  cilong  with  many  other  unnamed  canyons,  ridges  and 
pea]^  provide  enticing  goals  for  day  hikers  or  bacJqjackers. 
Between  the  crests  of  Amedee  and  Skedaddle  Mountains  lie  Big  and 

Little  Spencer  Basins.  These  ridge-rimmed  basins  afford  visitors 
isolated  cairping  experiences  in  the  heart  of  the  WSA. 

An  integral  part  of  the  primitive  recreation  eoqjerience  within  the 
core  of  Skedaddle  WSA  are  the  expansive  vistas  gained  v*ien  atop 

the  7,680-foot  height  of  Skedaddle  Mountain.  For  those  v*io  make 
the  clinib,  a  panorama  of  land  forms  spreads  before  them:  to  the 
south  and  east,  multiple  mountain  ranges  and  dry  lake  bed  valleys 
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of  the  Great  Basin  Desert;  to  the  north  and  west,  volcanic  peaks 
of  the  Cascade  Range  rising  above  the  Modoc  Plateau;  and  to  the 

southwest,  the  wall-lUce  escarpment  of  the  granitic  Sierra 
Nevada's  northeminost  reaches,  reflecting  across  the  waters  of 
Honey  lake  at  the  foot  of  the  Skedaddles.  These  vistas  are  unique 
to  the  Skedaddle  Mountain  WSA  because  of  its  location  at  the 

junction  of  three  major  geologic  provinces.  Viewing  these  natural 
regional  landf orms  from  within  an  undisturbed  wilderness 
hei^tens  the  primitive  recreation  experience  unique  to  the 
Skedaddle  Mountains. 

Good  c^portunities  for  viewing  wildlife  also  exist  within  the  WSA 
and  add  to  a  primitive  recreation  experience.  The  area 
recommended  for  wilderness  provides  excellent  habitat  to  a  wide 
variety  of  nesting  raptors  (birds  of  prey) .  The  numerous  cliffs 

and  good  prey-base  of  the  area  sii^port  one  of  the  largest 
peculations  of  nesting  golden  eagles  in  the  region.  Deer  and  wild 
horses  are  also  common  and  can  frequently  be  seen.  Because  of  the 
rugged  tc^)ograp*iy,  varied  wildlife  and  geographic  location,  the 
area  reccmmended  for  wilderness  designation  truly  affords  the 
visitor  excellent  c^portunities  for  a  wide  variety  of  primitive 
recreational  ej^jeriences. 

Within  the  area  not  reccmmended  for  wilderness,  parcel  A  is  not 
well  suited  to  primitive  recreation.  The  flat  to  gently  sloping 
terrain  is  uninteresting  for  hiking  and  backpacking  and  offers  no 
challenging  ofportunities.  No  unique  destination  type  attractions 
occur  in  these  areas.  It  is  likely  that  given  the  wide  range  of 
primitive  recreation  c^portunities  in  the  adjacent  portions  of  the 
WSA,  few  if  any  pecple  would  choose  to  e3q)lore  parcel  A.  Parcel  B 
affords  good  c^portunities  for  primitive  recreation,  particularly 
in  Thousand  Springs  Carbon,  and  has  regularly  received  use 
primarily  by  chukar  hunters  v*io  hike  the  canyons  and  walk  the 
sieves  each  fall. 

4.   Special  Features 

This  area  does  not  contain  any  unique  geological,  biological  or 
historic  characteristics  notable  cis  specicil  features. 

B.   Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.   Assessincf  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  by  ecosystems:  This  WSA  contains  62,010  acres  of  the 
Intermountain  Sagebrush/Sagebrush  St^pe  ecosystem.  Wilderness 
designation  of  the  Skedaddle  WSA  would  not  add  a  new  ecosystem  or 
laridform  to  the  NWPS.  This  WSA  is  in  the  Intermountain  Sagebrush 

Province-Sagebrush  St^^e  desert  ecosystem.  At  the  present  time, 
there  are  two  existing  wilderness  areas  (Jarbidge  and  South 
Warner)  within  this  eootype. 
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TABLE  2  -  Ecosystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kachler 
Classifications  NWPS  Areas        Other  ELM.  Studies 
Domain/Province/FNC   areas   acres   areas   acres 

NATICa^WIDE 

IntermountaiiT/Sagebrush/        3     76,699     136    4,308,329 
Sagebrush  St^jpe 

CAUPORNIA 

Intermountain/SagebruslV  1  31,295  4  90,420 
Sagebrush  St^jpe 

NEVADA 

Intermountain/Sagebrush/        1    32,407     29     1,273,919 
Sagebrush  Stripe 

2.   Expandincf  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  day;s  driving  time  (five  hours)  f  major  population 

centers;  This  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  six  major 
population  centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of 
designated  wilderness  areas  and  other  BIM  wilderness  stu(^  cu:Bas 

within  a  five-hour  drive  of  the  peculation  centers. 

TABLE  3  -  Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Population  Centers 

Peculation                NWPS  areas            Other  BIM  Studies 
Centers   areas   acres   areas   acres 

California 

Chico 
Redding 
Sacramento 
Yuba  City 

Nevada 

Reno  39       4,647,230      175      6,904,809 

Oregon 

Medford  31       2,440,081     21         730,038 

16 
1,256,873 

13 430,822 
14 1,236,503 11 344,633 
46 5,001,817 87 2,479,541 
44 4,951,805 85 

2,459,500 
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3.   Balancing  the  aeocrraphic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas: 

The  WSA  is  within  a  50  air-mile  radius  of  6  BIM  WSA's  recxanmended 
for  wilderness  designation.  The  South  Warner  Wilderness, 
administered  by  the  Modoc  National  Forest  is  the  only  designated 
wilderness  cirea  within  50  air  miles  of  the  Skedaddle  Mountains. 

C.   Manageability 

The  entire  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  However,  much  more  effort 

would  be  required  to  manage  the  area  recoonmended  as  non-wilderness  than 
the  area  reoonmended  for  wilderness  for  protection  of  wilderness 
qualities   The  primary  difference  between  the  two  areas  would  be  the 
additioncLl  effort  needed  to  control  vehicle  entry  in  the  open  terrain 
of  the  ncai-wildemess  area.  Within  the  area  reocinmended  for  wilderness 
other  existing  or  potential  activities  that  affect  or  may  affect 
management  of  the  area  as  wilderness  ar^e:  activities  of  the  adjacent 

Sierra  Army  D^xjt's  ammunition  demolition  facility,  potential  mining 
claim  develcpnent,  access  to  private  land  and  potential  geothermal 
develcprient.  These  existing  and  potenticil  activities  warrant 
discussion  because  of  their  perceived  impact  on  wilderness  values 
within  the  WSA.  Hcwever,  upon  examination,  these  activities  do  not 
have  significant,  lasting  effects  on  wilderness  vcilues  that  would 
preclude  management  of  the  area  as  wilderness. 

The  area  recoranended  for  wilderness  (see  Map  1)  is  well  suited  for 
control  of  vehicle  entry  through  a  combination  of  natural  terrain  and 
visitor  management  features.  Ste^  slopes  and  cliffs  ooirprise  most  of 
the  western  and  southern  boundaries  providing  natural  control  of 
vehicle  entry.  Where  the  wilderness  boundary  follows  boundary  roads,  a 

300-foot  setback  is  reccaoranended  to  prxjvide  for  motorized  pull-off s, 
vehicle-based  caitping,  and  road  maintenance.  Cherrystemmed  roads 
provide  for  vehicle  access  into  the  Spencer  and  Skedaddle  Creek 

drainages,  areas  that  have  long  been  vehicle-accessible  and  pc^jular  for 
hunting.  Provision  of  vehicle  access  on  canyon-bottom,  cherrystemmed 
roads  to  these  two  popular  hunting  ar^eas  within  the  recommended 
wilderness  should  reduce  vehicle  acx::ess  pressure  along  that  eastern 
boundary  road  and  on  8  miles  of  access  ways  that  will  be  closed  within 
the  recommended  wilderness  area.  All  boundaries  along  cherrystemmed 
roads  in  this  recommendation  include  a  100-foot  setback  from  each  side 

of  the  cherrystemmed  road  to  allow  for  off-road  pull-off,  vehicle-based 
caitping  and  road  maintenance. 

On  the  eastern  side  of  the  recommended  wilderness  area,  the  boundary 

follows  a  3 00- foot  setback  from  the  Skedaddle  Road.  The  road  provides 

an  easily  recognizable  physical  boundary  feature  in  an  ar-ea  vhere 
cu^itrary  boundaries  based  on  legal  lines  or  contours  would  be 
difficult  to  distinguish  in  the  field.  The  mountainous  area  west  of 
the  eastern  boundary  is  entirely  included  in  the  recommended  suitable 
area  because  it  is  a  major  portion  of  the  Skedaddle  Mountain  block  and 
contains  excellent  c^portunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreaticxi. 
Managesnent  of  the  eastern  boundary  can  be  accomplished  throu^  signing 
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the  C39Tly  two  entry  points  to  the  region,  the  north  and  south  entrances 
to  the  Skedaddle  Road  and  thrxx*^  periodic  field  patrol.  On  the  north, 
the  boundary  follows  legal  lines  in  terrain  vdiere  vehicle  use  is 

restricted  by  rocky  surfaces  and  limited  access.  One  vehicle-way  will 
be  closed  and  require  periodic  patrol  checks. 

Closure  of  ei^t  miles  of  access  ways  at  the  reociranended-suitable  eooea 
boundcuries  will  be  fecisible  throu^  a  ccnibination  of  terrain  features, 
visitor  information  signs  and  field  patrol  during  hi^  use  periods  in 
the  fall.     Closure  of  these  ways  is  necessary  to  maintain  the 
wilderness  qualities  of  solitude  and  naturcilness  in  the  reccnimended 
wilderness  cirea. 

In  the  cireas  not  reccommended  for  wilderness,  vehicle  access  is  possible 
cdong  most  boundary  roads  surrounding  parcel  A.  Wilderness  qucilities 
in  these  areas,  v*iile  present,  eure  not  as  hi^  value  as  within  the 
reoanmended  wilderness  area  and  do  not  warrant  the  increased  field 

patrol  effort  that  would  be  necessary  to  prevent  vehicle  entry  into 
these  eireas  from  cilong  virtually  all  segments  of  the  boundary  roads. 
Most  of  Parcel  B  is  not  accessible  to  vehicles  because  of  ste^  rod^ 
slopes  and  could  be  managed  as  wilderness.  Deletion  of  this  parcel 
frcm  wilderness  was  not,  hcwever,  based  on  vehicle  control 
considerations  and  instead  on  conformance  with  public  safety  zone 

ciround  the  Sierra  Army  Depot's  demolition  facility. 

Management  of  the  Skedaddle  WSA  cis  wilderness  will  be  affected  by  the 
activities  of  the  Sierra  Arrry  D^xjt  v*iich  are  discussed  in  this  r^xDrt 
under  section  3. A.,  Wilderness  Characteristics.  Past  activities  of  the 
D^XDt  have  caused  brief,  tenporary  disturbances  to  wilderness  qucilities 
of  naturalness  and  solitude  within  the  WSA.  Ihese  activities  occur 

intermittently  and  vary  with  military  workloads,  weather  conditions, 
and  training  schedules.  Future  activities  of  the  Sierra  Army  D^xDt  are 
unknown.  Substantial  increase  in  demolition  activities,  aircraft 
fli(^ts  or  other  as  yet  undetermined  use  of  the  military  facility  could 
increase  itrpacts  to  wilderness  qualities,  particulctrly  solitude,  witiiin 
the  reoanmended  wilderness  area.  Ihe  intensity  and  degree  of  ongoing 
militciry  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  wilderness  ejqDerience  as  well  cis  the  existing  and 
future  national  defense  mission. 

These  activities  are  outside  the  recOm  of  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
control  and  could  constitute  a  manageability  prc4)lem  if  activities  cti 
the  D^X3t  site  occurred  witii  sufficient  frequency  and  duration  so  cis  to 
continually  disn:5)t  solitude  within  the  reccammended  wilderness  cirea. 
However,  at  this  time,  and  in  the  foreseeable  future,  no  such 
activities  are  expected  that  would  disrupt  solitude  within  the  WSA  so 
consistently  as  to  preclude  managing  the  area  for  protection  of  its 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  primitive  recreational  c^portunities 
and  solitude  over  the  long  term. 
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Private  land  within  the  recxanmended  wilderness  is  not  a  manageabili"^ 
problem.  Two  private  iriholdings  are  located  within  the  reooinmended 

wilderness  area.  One  120-acre  parcel  is  owned  by  a  livestock  operator 
and  is  vised  for  stock  watering.  It  is  accessed  by  an  existing  way  and 
abuts  the  boundary  of  the  recommended  wilderness.  Motorized  access  may 
be  required  in  the  future  for  maintenance  of  a  stock  pond  located  cxi 
the  parcel.  Ihis  would  be  needed  at  most,  once  every  few  years  and 
more  likely  once  every  ten  to  fifteen  yecirs.  Access  is  available  to 
the  parcel  on  the  Spencer  Creek  oherrysteramed  road.  The  second  parcel, 

a  160-acre  piece,  is  located  within  Little  Spencer  Basin  in  the  ste^ 
core  portion  of  the  reccanmiended  wilderness  area.  No  developed  use  has 
occurred  or  is  expected  on  the  parcel  because  of  its  remote  locaticxi, 
difficult  access,  and  steep  slcpes.  All  other  private  lands  affected 
by  this  wilderness  designation  cure  located  outside  the  recommended 
wilderness  area  at  the  end  of  cherrysterrmed  roads.  Ihese  parcels  cure 
owned  by  livestock  operators  and  are  used  for  livestock  watering. 
Access  to  these  parcels  exists  over  the  cherrystonraned  roads.  Vehicle 
traffic  to  the  parcels  would  be  infrequent  and  would  not  significantly 
affect  wilderness  qualities  on  adjacent  lands. 

Ihere  would  be  no  expected  manageability  problems  due  to  mineral  claim 
develc^xnent  within  the  recommended  wilderness  area.  Five  claims  filed 
after  OctdDer  21,  1976  (post  FLFMA  claims)  are  located  in  the  North 
Fork  of  Wendel  Canyon  at  the  end  of  a  cherrystemmed  road.  No 

develcpnent  is  expected.     Ihe  material,  perlite,  is  considered  sub- 
economic  because  the  market  value  would  not  cover  removal  and 

transportation  costs. 

No  manageability  prdDlems  are  expected   from  geothermal  development. 
Geotherrral  development  of  the  830  acres  of  land  within  the  Kiown 
Geothermal  Resource  Area  (KGR?^) ,  located  within  the  recommended 
wilderness  area  is  not  expected  because  of  low  resource  potential, 
rugged  terrain  and  alternate  sites  of  equal  or  hi^er  potenticd  located 
outside  the  recommended  suitable  area  v*iere  terrain  is  more  accessible 

and  develcponent  costs  would  be  lower.  Ihe  16,940  acres  of  area 
considered  prospectively  valuable  for  geothermal  within  the  recommended 
wilderness  area  is  considered  to  have  lower  potential  than  the  KGRA  and 
is  not  expected  to  be  develcped. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well 
as  the  wilderness  resource. 

D.   Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.   Summary  of  information  known  at  the  time  of  preliminary  suitable 

recommendation :  Ihe  geology  and  mineralization  of  the  Skedaddle 
WSA  is  described  in  the  Unit  Resource  Anali^is  (URA)  based  on  data 

in  Mineral  Resource  Inventory  (MRI)  files  (1979-1980)  for  the  BIM 
Cal-Neva  Planning  Unit.  Ihe  URA  was  i:5xiated  in  August  of  1980.  It 
states  that  the  area's  past  mineral  production  has  been  limited  to 
small  sales  of  sand  and  gravel  along  the  southern  boundary  of  the 
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WSA,  cind  prospecting  and  limited  testing  of  perlite  d^xDsits.  The 

WSA  clLso  includes  portions  of  the  Wendel-Amedee  Khcwn  Geothermal 
Resource  Area  (HGRA) ,  an  cirea  considered  potenticdly  valuable  for 
geothernal  resources.  Ihe  geothermal  potential  determination  was 
based  on  U.S.  Geological  Survey  Memorandum  of  March  16,  1979 

"Leasable  Minercil  Information.  Cal-Neva  Planning  Unit"  (no 
^jecific  reference  as  to  hi^,  moderate  or  lew) .  Geothermal 
resources  fran  wells  drilled  outside  the  WSA  cire  currently  being 
used  for  the  generation  of  electric  power  approximately  ei^t 
miles  to  the  west.  The  potential  for  occurrence  of  oil  and  gas  in 
the  WSA  was  unknown  in  1980. 

ELM  data  in  the  Affected  Environment  section  of  the  Eagle  Lake- 
Cedarville  EIS  in  1987  indicated  that  the  WSA  has  potential  for 
the  occurrence  of  geothermal  resources,  an  unknown  potential  for 
oil  and  gas,  and  low  potential  for  commercial  production  of 
salable  minerals.  Exploration  has  taken  place  for  locatable 
minerals,  but  early  prospecting  has  not  resulted  in  economic 

develcpnent.  Althou^  portions  of  the  Wendel-Amedee  KGRA  lie 
within  the  boundary  of  the  WSA,  most  of  the  830  acres  occur  on 
ste^,  inaccessible  terrain  on  the  Wendel  Cliffs  portion  of  the 
Amedee  Mountains.  Ihe  rugged  terrain  has  discouraged  onsite 
develcpment  and  there  has  been  no  interest  in  developing  the 
resource  from  an  off  site  location.  As  of  May  20,  1987  BIM  records 
identified  nine  placer  mining  claims  in  the  WSA.  Seven  of  the 
nine  claims  fcill  within  the  suitable  portion. 

2.   Summary  of  significant  new  mineral  resource  data  collected  since 
suitability  recoanmendation  vtiich  should  be  considered  in  the  final 

recommendation :  In  1985  and  1986,  respectively,  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  (USGS)  and  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  conducted 
mineral  surveys  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  Skedaddle  WSA.  Ihe 
results  of  the  mineral  surveys  were  published  in  1988  in  qpen  file 

r^xDrt  USGS  Bulletin  1706-C.  Ihe  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  collected  a 
toted  of  201  rock  sairples  and  28  alluvial  and  placer  sanples.  Of 
these,  141  rock  samples  were  collected  at  prospects  and  mining 
claims.  Ihirty  of  the  remaining  60  were  collected  at  mineralized 
sites,  and  30  were  collected  as  reference  sanples  at  unmineralized 
rock  sites.  Five  of  the  28  alluvial  sanples  were  collected  on 
placer  claims  (Munts  and  Peters  1987) .  Based  on  geologic  and 
geochemiccil  evidence  it  was  determined  that  areas  within  the 
Skedaddle  Wilderness  Study  Area  have  hi^  to  moderate  potential 
for  the  occurrence  of  silver,  gold,  mercury,  and  antimony  metallic 
d^xDsits.  As  shown  on  Map  2,  the  central  part  of  the  Spencer 
Basin,  i:pper  Ihousand  Springs  Canyon,  and  the  south  fork  of  Wendel 
Canyon  have  hi<^  mineral  resource  potential  for  the  occurrence  of 
gold,  silver,  mercury,  and  antimony  viiile  the  area  surrounding 
these  locations  has  moderate  minera?     irce  potential  for  the 
same  metcils.  An  area  in  Wendel  Canyc  ̂   iias  hi^  potential  for 
perlite,  and  an  adjacent  area  to  the  south  has  low  mineral 
potential  for  the  same  coaooomodity.  Ihe  southwestern  comer  of  the 
WSA  has  moderate  resource  potential  for  geothermal  energy  and  much 
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of  the  western  half  of  the  stu^  area  has  lew  potentieil  for 
geothermal  energy.  Ihere  is  no  oil  or  gas  resouroe  potentiaLL  in 

the  stuc^  area  (USGS  Bulletin  1706-C) .  The  sand  and  gravel 
d^xxsits  cilong  the  south  and  west  perimeter  of  the  WSA  have  been 
used  in  the  past,  but  similar  d^xDsits  closer  to  local  markets  are 
meeting  current  needs. 

New  USGS  data  indicates  the  WSA  is  curraitly  underlain  by  a 
thermal  system  that  is  responsible  for  the  geothermal  potential. 
Scott  and  Miller  (1983)  and  Scott  (1983)  also  concluded  that  the 
area  has  no  resource  potential  for  oil  and  gas  because  of  the  thin 
sedimentary  section  there. 

Between  1980  and  December  1987,  there  was  little  or  no  known 
mineral  exploration  activity  in  the  WSA.  A  Plan  of  Operation  was 

submitted  for  prcposed  develc^xnent  of  the  post-FIfMA  perlite 
claims  in  Wendel  Canyon  in  August  1987.  The  prc^xjsed  activity  as 
outlined  in  the  plan  was  determined  to  be  inpairing.  Bcised  on 

BIM's  assessment  of  the  lew  reclamation  potentieil  for  the  area, 
the  plan  was  not  approved.  CXirrent  mineral  interests  in  the  WSA 
are  indicated  by  no  oil  and  gas  or  geothermal  leases.  Table  4 
lists  the  BLM  mining  claim  records  as  of  January  13,  1988. 

Table  4  -  Mining  Claims 

NO. ACRES 
TYPE suitabtf; NOTSUIT. TOTAL SUITABIE  NONSUIT. TOTAL 

Mining  Claims 
Lode 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Placer 5 0 5 200 

0 
200 Mill  Sites 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total 0 0 5 
200 

0 200 

All  of  the  active  (post-FLEMA)  claims  remaining  in  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  are  for  Perlite  located  in  the  \jpper  porticai  of 
Wendel  Canyon,  an  area  defined  as  having  hi^  potentieil  for  the 

occurrence  of  Perlite  (USGS  Bulletin  1706-C) . 
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E.JJnpacts  on  Resouroes 

Table  5  -  Ccnparative  Summary  of  the  Inpacts  by  Alternative 

ISSUE-KELAEED 
RESGOROS 

FK)K3SED  ACrrCN 

NO-WniEFNESS/ 
ND  ACnCN 

ALL-WniEFNEBS 
MaEFNAUVE 

ERRTIAL-WIirEHJESS 
ATTRRNftUVE 

NO-WnXEFNESS  ACTECN 
AUBRIWIIVE 

Wilc3emess 
Values 

Ifeturalness  red- 
uosd  en  10  acres 

dje  to  range  inp- 
rcweinents  in 

wildemess  part- 
ial. 

Solitude  in  wilci- 
emess  portian 
would  iirpncTTe 
vath  closure  of  8 
miles  of  \iays. 

Ifeturalness,  sol- 
itude and  primit- 

ive recareaticn 

would  be  advers- 
ely inpac±ed  en 

up  to  7,000  acanes 
in  ncn-wildemess 
area  by  pDwerline 
ocnstructicn  in 

prcposed  utility 
oorridar. 

Geothermal  dsvel- 

qjiait  could  inp- 
act  naturalness 
and  solitude  en 

up  to  500  aca:es 
in  the  ncn-wild- 
emess  porticn. 

Naturalness  red- 
uoed  en  10  acres 
due  to  range 

inprcAonents . 

Solitude  inprcv- 
ed  ty  closure  of 
47  miles  of  ws^ 
and  eliminaticn 

of  4,200  visitor 
ds^  of  vdiicle 
recreaticn. 

There  would  be 

seme  illPtjFil  CHV 

use  en  the  peri- 
meter of  the 

area  as  no  nat- 
ural barriers 

exist. 

Ifeturalness  reduced 
en  10  acres  cise  to 

range  iirprcvements 
in  the  wildemess 

porticn. 

Solitude  in  wilder- 
ness porticn  would 

irrprcwe  with  closure 
of  11  miles  of  ways. 

Naturalness,  solit- 
ude and  primitive 

recreatien  vrould  be 

adversely  iirpacted 
en  up  to  17,000 

acres  in  ncn-^wilder^ 
ness  area  if  both 

powerlines  \fere  ccn- 
structed  in  twD  pro- 

posed utility  corri- dors. Geothermal 

develepment  oould 
iitpact  naturalness 
and  solitude  en  up 
to  780  acres  in  the 

ncn-wildemess  por- 
ticn. 

Naturalness  reduced  en 
10  acres  ciie  to  range 

iitprovonents. 

Naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive  recreatien 
WDuld  be  adversely 

inpacted  en  up  to  17,000 
acres  if  both  powsrlines 
are  ccnstructed  in  the  2 

prcposed  utility  corrid- ors. 

Geothermal  develeproit 

could  inpact  naturalness 
and  solitude  en  up  to 

Mineral 
Resource 

Develcpnent 

No  significant 
irtpact  in  37,339 
acres  designated 
wildemess  area 
dje  to  low  mineral 

potential. 

Negligible  iitp- act due  to  low 

mineral  potent- ial of  the  area. 

No  significant  inp- 
act in  24,644  acres 

designated  wilder- ness area  (iie  to 
low  mineral 

potential. 

No  inpact  as  area  vojld 
be  epen  for  minerals, 
low  potential  does  not 
indicate  any  develepnent 
will  oocur. 
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Ifeble  5  -  Ctuparative  Stranary  of  the  Inpocts  iy  Alternative  (Odnt'd) 

ISSUEHREEAEED 
RESOURCES 

FRDPCGED  AZEICN 

ND-WHIEFNESS/ 
ND  AdlCN   

alihwheefness 
AEEEFIWnVE 

EMOIMrWIIIEFNESS ND-WnXERESS  iOICN 

Mineral 
Resouroe 

Develcpnent 

(Ctnt'd) 

Noi-^wildemess  en 
25,574  acres 
available  but  lew 

mineral  potential 
means  activity 
not  likely.   

Ncn-valdemess  en 

38,546  acanes  avail- able but  IcM  mineral 

potential  means  act- ivity not  likEly. 

RBcxBatienal 
CtNUsB 

Wilderness  desig- 
naticn  vculd 
close  8  miles  of 

vays.  Very  little 
inpact  as  39  mi. 
of  wsys  are  cpen 
and  the  e>dsting 
4,200  visitor 
days  of  CHV  use 
would  ocxxir  in 

the  ncn-wilder^ 
ness  pcrticn. 

loss  of  4,200 

visitor-days  of 
recreaticn  vdii- 
de  use  as  47 
miles  of  vays 
and  15  miles  of 
rood  would  be 
closed. 

Wilderness  designat- 
icn  would  dose  11 
miles  of  weys.  Very 

little  inpact  as  36 
miles  of  ways  are 

cpen  and  the  exist- 
ing 4,200  visitor 

days  of  CHV  use 
would  use  the  ncn- 
wildemess  portien. 

No  inpact  as  e^dsting 
47  miles  of  weys  would 

be  epen.  Use  is  not 
es^Dected  to  increase 
nuch  beiycnd  present 

4,200  visitor-dsys. 

Geothecmal 
Resource 

Develcprent 

Geothermal  re- 
souree  develcpnent 
en  1,040  acres  of 
the  W^Tdel/Araedee 
VC^k  and  16,940 

acres  of  produc- 
tively valuable 

fear  geothermal 
area  within  the 
VBA  would  be 

foregcne.  Inpact 
is  minimal  due  to 

low  potaitial  and 
rugged  terrain. 
The  reraining  500 
acres  of  the  K3?A 

and  4,600  acres 
of  pro^Dectively 

valuable  for  geo- 
thermal area 

within  the  WSA 

would  be  avail- 
able for  develcp- ment.   

Geothermal  res- 
ource develcp- 

mait  en  1,540 
acres  of  Wfendel/ 
Anedee  lO^  and 

21,540  acres  of 
pro^jectively 

valuable  geo- thermal area 
within  the  WSA 

vculd  be  fore- 
gcne. Inpact  is 

ccnsidered  min- 
imal die  to  lew 

potential  and 
rugged  terrain. 

Geothermal  resouroe 

develcpnent  en  760 
acanes  of  the  Wendel/ 
Ivcedee  ¥CPh  and 

14,380  acres  of  pro- 
spective valuable 

for  geothermal  area 
within  the  WSA  would 

be  foregcne.  Inpact 
is  minimal  due  to 

low  potential  and 

rugged  terrain.  Ihe 
renaining  780  acares 
of  tte  K^RAand 

7,160  acres  of  pros- 
pectively valuable 

for  geothermal  area 
within  the  WSA  vculd 
be  available  for 

develcpnent. 

No  inpact  en  Geothermal 
resouroe  develcpnent. 
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Table  5  -  Oaiporative  Sunonary  of  the  Iiipac±s  by  Alterrative  (Odnt'd) 

ISSUE-REIAUD 
FESOURCES 

HOPOSED  pcncn 

lO-mUIRJESS/ 
N3  ACnCN 

ALIi-WnrEFNESS 
AITEFNftllVE 

EIWOIAL-WIIIirNESS 
AI3EFNA[nVE 

NO-WTLCEH^ESS  AZEICN 
ATTFraJftnVE 

Trans  Sierra 
Utility 
Oarridar 

Ito  inpact  en  7  mi. 
of  hii^  pricfrity 
alignonait  thrcu^ 
the  ncn-designated 
area.  4  miles  of  a 

10-mile  segmait  of 
low  priority  alig- 
iinait  oould  not  be 
built  throu^  the 
designated  area. 

No  develcponait 
of  7  miles  of 

hi^  priority 

potential  util- 
ity line  would 

oocur  throu^ 
tte  WSA. 

No  inpact  en  7  miles 
of  high  priority  or 
10  miles  of  low 

priority  aligmient 

throu^  the  ncn-des- 
ignated  area. 

No  iitpoct  en  2  segonents 
of  potaTtial 
Trans  Sierra  Utility 
oarridor  aligrmaTts. 

Either  tte  7-mile 
portien  of  a  hi^ 
priority  aligment  or 
the  lO^idle  portien  of 

a  lOd^^iriarity  align- 
mant  oould  be  develeped. 

Private 
Vfeters 

No  significant 
change  in  inpact 
as  wilderness  use 
would  replace  seme 
of  the  vehicle  use 
presently  taking 
place.   

Trespass  en 
private  water 
seuroes  en  inho- 
Idings  would 
decline. 

No  significant 
change  in  inpact  as 
wilderness  use  would 

rpplane  sane  of  the 

v^iicle  use  present- 
ly taking  place. 

No  change  in  present 
situatiens  where  dLiring 
hunting  seascn  tre^ass 
en  ̂ rings  en  private 
irhoLdings  occurs. 

Local  Social  and  Ecoronic  Considerations 

Lassen  County  and  Sierra  Army  Depot  expressed  concern  during 
develepnent  of  the  wilderness  study  of  the  WSA  and  throu^  comments  on 
the  draft  wilderness  EIS  that  wilderness  designation  of  the  Skedaddle 
WSA  is  inccsoopatible  with  eperations  of  the  adjacent  depot  demolition 
facility.     Both  Lassen  County  and  the  Sierra  Amy  Depot  stated  that 
constraints  on  the  c^seration  of  the  Sierra  Army  Depot  could  result  frcm 
wilderness  designation  which  could  have  serious  adverse  iirpacts  to  the 
economy  of  Lassen  County  throu^  reduction  in  the  number  of  peeple 
working  at  the  base. 

Ihe  Sierra  Army  D^xrt:  is  the  single  largest  civilian  employer  in  Lassen 
County  and  any  restriction  of  D^xDt  c^serations  could  have  impacts  on 
both  the  capability  of  the  D^ot  to  carry  out  its  mission  and  on  the 
number  of  civilians  enployed  at  the  base. 

According  to  the  response  submitted  by  the  Sierra  Amy  Depot  to  the 
draft  wilderness  EIS,  Sierra  Army  Depot  is  the  only  military  facility 

in  the  country  v*iere  large  scale  (up  to  10,000  lbs.  of  TNT)  c^)en-air 
demolition  activities  are  authorized  to  occur.     BIM  reccaranends  that 
Congress  review  the  situation  concerning  the  proximity  of  the  Sierra 
Amy  Depot  during  review  of  legislation  and  make  findings  that  would 
allew  the  continuing  and  potential  expansion  of  (^Derations  on  the 
Sierra  Amy  Depot. 
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G.   Summary  of  -  WSA  Specific  Coatiments 

Public  involvement  has  occurred  throu^out  the  wilderness  review 
process.  Comments  were  used  to  develop  significant  stucfy  issues  and 
ciltematives. 

A  Tedhniceil  Review  Team  (TRT)  was  used  to  help  identic  issues  and 
formulate  the  alternatives  analyzed  in  the  EIS.  It  was  used  as  a  tool 
to  lessen  the  chances  of  polarizaticai  between  interest  groi:?)s  and  to 
provide  the  Bureau  with  hi^  quality  public  input  representative  of  the 
positions  of  key  groi^e  interested  in  or  affected  by  wilderness 
designation.  Iiput  provided  by  the  TE?r  was  used  in  developing  the 
WSA's  wilderness  recoramendatiOTi. 

For  the  Eagle  Lake-Cedarville  Wilderness  EIS  that  included  the 
Skedaddle  Mountain  WSA,  the  Susanville  District  Advisory  Council 
identified  the  following  interests  and  resources  to  be  represented  on 

an  ei<^t  member  TRT:  livestock-adjacent  land  owners;  wildlife- 
agencies-sportsmen;  energy-utilities,  wild  horses;  motorized 
recreation;  cultural-historical-archeological;  wilderness  and  dispersed 
recreation;  Bureau  of  Land  Management.  Ihe  representatives  were 
knowledgeable  and  hi^ily  respected  members  of  their  interest  groi^. 
Ihe  TRT  members  toured  the  WSA,  held  lengthy  discussions  spanning  many 

weeks  and  eventually  reached  unanimous  agreement  that  a  partial- 
wilderness  reoonimendation  was  appropriate  for  the  WSA.  Ihe  team's 
recommendation  of  60%  suitable  and  40%  non-suitable  was  supported  by 
the  Susanville  District  Advisory  Council  and  by  BIM  and  is  the 
recommended  action  for  this  VBA. 

Key  issues  raised  throu^  public  involvement  and  analyzed  by  the  IRT 
and  in  the  wilderness  EIS  were:  iirpact  of  wilderness  designation  on 
activities  of  Sierra  Army  D^»t  (see  Section  F. ,  Local  Social  and 
Economic  Considerations  for  a  discussion  of  this  issue) ;  hi^  quality 
wilderness  values  in  the  Skedaddle  WSA;  a  wilderness  complex  v*iere  five 

adjacent  WSA's  s^)arated  only  by  boundary  roads  including  Skedaddle 
WSA  would  be  managed  as  a  wilderness  complex  inclusive  of  the  road 

(this  was  analyzed  in  the  all-wilderness  cLLtemative  of  the  EIS) ; 
concern  that  wilderness  would  prevent  potential  mineral  and  geothermal 
develcprtient,  livestock  management  activities  and  motorized  recreation 
access  for  hunting;  concern  that  wilderness  would  limit  management  of 
wild  horses  and  burro  populations;  concern  that  wilderness  would 
preclude  develc^xnent  of  potentied  hi^  voltage,  electric  transmission 
lines  throu^  the  region.  All  of  these  issues  were  addressed  in  each 
of  the  four  alternatives  analyzed  in  the  EIS,  all  wilderness,  partial 
wilderness  proposed  action  (60%  wilderness,  40%  nonwildemess) ,  partial 
wilderness  (39%  wilderness,  61%  nonwildemess)  and  no  wilderness. 

During  formal  public  review  of  the  draft  EIS  a  total  of  361  comments 
were  received  that  addressed  this  WSA  specifioally  or  as  part  of 

general  comments  on  cill  WSA's  in  the  draft  EIS.  Of  those  361  comments, 
13  were  oral  statements  received  at  three  public  hearings  held  on  the 
draft  EIS  and  348  were  written  comments.  In  general,  62  coramenters 
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SL?Dported  edl-wildemess,  11  supported  no-wilderness  and  76  sij^jported 
particLL-wildemess  reccxnmended  by  BLM.  Another  212  oaranenters 
si^^ported  more  wilderness  than  was  addressed  in  the  draft  EIS. 

Those  favoring  wilderness  cited  the  Skedaddle  Mountains'  hi^  quality 
wilderness  values.  Particular  mention  was  made  of  the  area's  rugged 
telegraphy,  many  peaks,  ridges  and  canyons  that  afford  excellent 
opportunities  for  exploration  and  chcillenging  primitive  recreation. 
Riparian  areas,  numerous  springs  and  aspen  groves  were  also  cited  cis 
enhancing  the  natural  character  of  the  area.  Respondents  also 

errphasized  the  area's  diversity  of  wildlife  with  particular  eirf*iasis 
given  to  the  Icirge  populations  of  nesting  r^jtors  that  afford  excellent 
opportunities  for  viewing  birds  of  prey,  particularly  golden  eagles. 

Respondents  exposed  to  wilderness  designation  in  the  Skedaddle  VISA 
cited  adverse  inpacts  to  solitude  and  natuiralness  from  activities  at 

the  Sierra  Army  D^xat's  ammunition  demolition  facility  adjacent  to  the 
WSA's  south  flank.  Concern  was  expressed  by  both  Sierra  Army  Depot 
and  Lassen  County  that  wilderness  designation  of  lands  within  Skedaddle 
WSA  could  irrpose  restrictions  on  operations  at  Sierra  Amy  Depot  vdiich 
in  turn  would  limit  the  capability  of  the  dqpot  to  carry  out  its 
mission.  Lassen  County  and  the  d^x>t  stated  that  any  reduction  in 

d^xDt  cperations  would  have  adverse  effects  on  Lassen  County's  economy 
because  of  the  large  number  of  civilian  enployees  at  the  d^>Dt. 

Other  comments  against  wilderness  cited  restrictions  that  wilderness 
designation  would  cause  on  popular  roads  for  hunter  access. 
Restriction  or  prdiibition  of  esqiloration  and  development  of  the 

area's  geothermal  resources  was  mentioned  by  conimenters  vdio  do  not  want 
the  area  designated  as  wilderness.  Livestock  operators  v*io  use  the 

area  cited  concern  that,  despite  livestock's  grandfathered  provisions 
in  the  wilderness  act,  livestock  management  activities,  p>articularly 
motorized  access  for  water  facility  inspection  and  maintenance  and 
she^  canp  movement,  would  be  restricted.  Restric±ions  or  prdiibition 
on  development  of  new  water  facilities,  springs,  and  stock  ponds,  was 
clLso  cited  as  reasons  for  exposition  to  wilderness.  Others  exposed  to 

wilderness  cited  the  elimination  of  possible  mineral  de'/elcpment  in 
designated  wilderness  cis  a  general  reason  to  oppose  wilderness 
designation. 

Responses  to  the  prcposed  actioiVpartial -wilderness  of  the  wilderness 
EIS  by  IocclL  and  state  agency  and  elected  officials  varied.  California 
D^jartment  of  Fish  and  Game  sipported  the  proposed  action  as  did  Nevada 
County  (Ccilifomia)  Supervisor  Joel  Gustavson.  Las£;en  County  Board  of 

Sipervisors  supported  no-^ildemess.  Washoe  County  did  not  submit 
comments. 

22 



Letters  were  recseived  frcm  two  State  agencies  and  five  Federal  agencies 
that  took  no  positions  as  to  a  reocxnmendation  cai  eiltematives  or 
acreage  to  be  preserved  as  wilderness.  Ihey  were  the  California  D^jt. 
of  Water  Resources,  Nevada  Division  of  Historic  Preservaticxi,  Bureau  of 
Reclamaticai,  NationsLL  Park  Service,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
USGS  and  the  Environroenteil  Protecticai  Agency. 
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APPENDIX  1 

ESTIMATED  COSTS  OF  ACQUISITION  OF  NON-FEDERAL  HOLDINGS  WITHIN 
AREAS  RECOMMENDED  FOR  DESIGNATION 

SKEDADDLE  WSA  (CA-020-612) 

TYPE  OF  ESTIMATED 
OWNERSHIP  COST  OF 

BY  ESTATE  ACQUISITION 
LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION                NUMBER  PRESENTLY     PREFERRED   LAND   PROCESSING 

PARCEL                       TOTAL     OF    SURFACE  SUBSURFACE  PROPOSED  FOR   METHOD  OF   COSTS    COSTS 
No.   TWNSHP  RNG  SEC  MERIDIAN  ACREAGE  OWNERS  ESTATE    ESTATE  ACQUISITION   ACQUISITION  ($1000)   ($1000) 

1     29N.  16E.   23   MDM       160      1     PRIVATE  PRIVATE       YES        PURCHASE   24.0      2.5 

These  figures  were  derived  from  Bureau  Land  Records  and  provide  for  more  detail  than  GIS  estimates  and  therefore 
may  differ  from  acreage  summaries  in  Table  1. 





South  Warner 
Contiguous 

CA-020-708 





9CXJIH  W?VRNER  gyriGOCIDB  WHEEBNESS  STOPg  AREA  (VEA) 

(CA-02Q-708) 

1.        THE  STODY  AREA 
4,330  acres 

The  South  Wcimer  Contiguous  WSA  is  located  in  Modoc  C3ounty,  California, 
^proximately  15  miles  south  of  C3edcirville.  The  WSA  consists  of  nine 
separate  parcels  located  sLLong  18  miles  of  the  east  boundary  of  the  South 
Warner  Wilderness  Area,  v*iich  is  a  peirt  of  the  Modoc  Nationcd  Forest  (USFS) . 
The  nine  parcels  range  in  size  fron  40  acres  to  2,229  acres.  The  adjacent 
South  Warner  Wilderness  Area  is  70,385  acres  in  size.  There  aire  no  private 
or  State  lands  within  the  WSA  (see  Mc^  1  and  Table  1) . 

The  WSA  parcels  form  portions  of  the  Icwer  eind  middle  slopes  of  the  east 

side  of  the  Warner  Mountains.  This  side  of  the  range  is  dominated  by  large- 
sccLLe  faulting  vdiich  results  in  ste^  slopes  and  exposed  rock  faces.  The 
ejqxssed  rocks  cure  mostly  sedimentary  and  deep  canyons  have  eroded  into  the 
face.  The  crest  of  the  Warners  effectively  block  precipitation,  resulting 
in  barren  slopes  with  scattered  brush  and  tree  cover.  The  ccinbination  of 

eroded  tcpografiiy  and  sparse  vegetation  creates  a  scenic  "badlands"  type  of 
landscape.  Many  of  the  canyons  contains  live  streams  with  eissociated 
riparian  zones  of  eispen,  conifers  and  dense  shrubs,  v*iich  provide  contrast 
to  the  adjacent  barren  hillsides. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  202  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976  (FLFMA) .  It  is  included  in  the  California  Section 
603  Wilderness  Study  Report  package,  as  it  contains  a  suitable 
reconnnendation  vAiich  was  felt  should  be  included  for  congressional 
consideration.  The  WSA  was  studied  as  a  part  of  the  California  Section  202 

Wilderness  Study  Areas'  Environmental  Iirpact  Statement  fincilized  in 
S^)tember  1988.  There  were  three  alternatives  analyzed  in  the  EIS:  an  all- 
wilderness  sLLtemative,  a  partial-wilderness  alternative  designating  27%  of 
the  WSA  cis  wilderness,  and  a  no-wilderness  alternative. 

2.   REOCMMENEATTON  AND  RATTOIAIE  - 1,161    acres  reccnimended  for 
wilderness 

3,169    BUM  acres  recommended 
for  nonwildemess 

Twenty-seven  percent  particd  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  this  V^A. 
3,169  acres  in  this  WSA  are  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness. 

The  2dl-wildemess  cdtemative  is  the  environmentally-preferred  eiltemative 
because  it  would  result  in  the  least  change  from  the  existing  naturcil 
environment  over  time.  The  selected  alternative  will  be  implemented  in  a 
manner  vAiich  will  use  all  practical  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental 
iirpacts. 



The  part  of  the  WSA  reooramended  for  wilderness  is  recommended  primarily 
because  it  is  land  that  cxaooprises  part  of  a  bi^om  she^  management  area 
that  fits  into  the  existing  USFS  South  Warner  Wilderness  Area.  Ihe  areas 
not  recommended  for  wilderness  do  not  add  any  values  not  alreacty  present  in 
the  existing  adjacent  South  Warner  Wilderness. 

The  cirea  reccramended  suitable  for  wilderness  is  in  a  naturzil  setting  with 
cQmost  a  ocmplete  lack  of  evidence  of  the  inpacts  of  man.  It  is  steep, 
rugged  and  scenic,  with  o|^)ortunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation.  Recreational  use  is  projected  to  stay  at  present 
lew  levels  due  to  both  the  ste^xiess  of  terrain  and  the  lack  of  access  frcM 
the  east  and  the  distance  frcm  the  main  trail  system  in  the  South  Warner 
Wilderness  to  the  west.  This  lack  of  access  is  a  positive  benefit  for  the 
management  of  bi^om  she^. 

There  are  no  significant  resource  conflicts  that  would  be  lost  to  wilderness 
management.  Mineral  values  are  projected  as  lew.  No  other  forms  of 
develc^xnent  are  prcposed  or  projected  to  be  prcposed  in  the  area. 

The  main  reason  that  the  northern  area  is  reccramended  as  suitable  is  that  it 

is  part  of  the  habitat  for  bi^om  she^.  The  USFS  lands  adjacent  to  these 
recoammended  lands  is  a  bi^om  she^  management  area.  A  herd  had  been 
reintroduced  into  the  area  and  was  increasing  in  size  until  a  recent 
outbreak  of  viral  pneumonia  exterminated  them.  Further  stody  is  needed  to 
insure  that  future  reintroductions  can  be  protected  from  a  recurrence  of 
this  disaster.  The  habitat  itself  was  supporting  the  sheep  and  the  initial 

herd  was  increasing  in  size,  showing  that  this  habitat  would  si^port  a  good- 
sized  herd  of  bi^om  she^.  The  BIM  parcels  reccinmended-suitable  were 
being  used  by  the  she^  and  make  a  logiccLL  extension  of  the  adjacent  USFS 

South  Warner  Wilderness  lands.  The  reccaranended-suitable  wilderness  parcels 
could  ecisily  be  managed  to  preserve  wilderness  values.  The  ste^,  rugged 
terrain  naturally  precludes  any  use  of  motorized  vehicles.  There  are  no 
resource  conflicts  new  or  projected  in  the  future  that  would  cause  any 
management  problems.  No  vehicular  access  ways  would  need  to  be  closed. 

The  peircels  that  were  not  reccramended  as  suitable  are  outside  the  bi^om 
she^  management  area  and  would  not  add  any  new  values  to  the  existing  South 
Warner  Wilderness  Area.  They  repeat  terrain  features  and  vegetative  types 
that  are  already  represented  ty  thousands  of  acres  within  the  South  Warner 
Wilderness.  They  would  be  manageable  as  wilderness  with  only  minor 
manageability  concerns.  The  three  southernmost  parcels  either  have  a  road 
throu^  them  (the  Emerson  Canpground  road)  or  have  a  boundary  road  that 
could  eillew  vehicles  to  pull  off  the  existing  road  onto  lands  within  the 
WSA.  There  is  one  mile  of  existing  vehicle  way  that  would  remain  available 
for  vehicular  use. 
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TABIE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Stoc^  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 

BIM              (Surface  and  subsurface)  4,330 
Split  Estate   (BUM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 

Private    0 
Total  4,330 

Within  Recommended  Wilderness  Bounirirv 

BIM           (Within  WSA)  1,161 
BIM          (Outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (Within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (Outside  WSA)    0 

Total  BIM  Land  Pecornmended  for  Wilderness  1,161 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Within  Area  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness 

BIM          (Surface  and  subsurface)  3,169 
Split  Estate   (BIM  surface  only)    0 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness  3,169 

CRITERIA  OONSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  IHE  WIIDERNESS  REOCMMElCftTIONS 

A.  WIIIDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

1.   Naturalness 

The  rugged,  ste^  tcpography  has  contributed  to  keeping  this  area 

in  a  natuTcil  condition  with  only  a  few  minor  inpacts  frcm  man's 
activity.  Itiese  are  found  in  the  three  most  southerly  parcels. 
All  the  remaining  parcels  are  entirely  natural  in  character.  Ihe 

most  southerly  parcel  is  crossed  by  a  quarter-mile  of  fence  with 
an  adjacent  vehicle-way  that  continues  for  an  additi(»ial  quarter^ 
mile.  Both  are  minimal  disturbances.  Ihe  next  parcels  north, 
vAiich  are  the  largest  of  the  parcels,  have  two  developed  springs, 

one  of  vdiich  is  fenced,  and  two  vehicle-ways  totcilling  1-1/2 
miles.  This  parcel  cilso  has  two  miles  of  bladed  fire  line 
constructed  in  1984  to  prevent  a  fire  frcm  burning  into  the  South 
Warner  Wilderness.  The  fire  lines  were  water-barred  and  vehicle 



access  was  closed  after  the  fire.  Hie  fire  sccir  itself  covers 

e^proximately  910  acres  and  is  naturally  revegetating  with 

grasses,  forte  and  shrute  found  c»i-site  before  the  fire.  Ihese 
inpacts  are  minimal  and  do  not  significantly  impact  the  overall 
naturalness  of  the  area.  The  third  paixjel  north  is  bisected  by 
the  Emerson  Road,  v*iich  is  a  cherrysteramed  road  to  the  USFS 
Emerscai  Cairpground,  a  small  enclave  of  nonwildemess  projecting 
into  the  southeastern  comer  of  the  South  Warner  Wilderness  Area. 

All  the  remaining  parcels  have  no  identified  inpacts  to 
naturalness.  Ihe  overall  landsc^ie  of  the  WSA  has  retained  its 
naturcLL  character. 

2.  Solitude 

The  WSA  does  contain  outstanding  c^jportunities  for  solitude. 
Althou^  the  individual  parcels  are  small,  the  eroded  topography, 
de^  canyons  and  ravines  provide  numerous  opportunities  for  the 
visitors  to  find  solitude.  Ihere  are  some  inpacts  on  solitude  as 
these  parcels  are  close  to  agricultureil  fields  in  the  Surprise 
Veil  ley.  When  people  are  on  the  ridgelines,  they  would  be  aware  of 
farming  activity  and  traffic  on  Modoc  County  Poad  #1,  vAiich  is 
sometimes  less  than  one  mile  away. 

Ihis  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  eis  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taJcing  place  in  approved  military 
operating  arecis  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  tenporary  effects  on  solitude 
vdiich  are  deemed  necessary  and  acc^jtable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
pr^jaredness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconf  ined  Recreation 

The  WSA  contains  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconf  ined 
recreation  eissociated  with  hunting,  hiking,  wildlife  observation, 

rock  climbing  and  cross-country  skiing.  The  c^portunities  in  the 
middle  parcels  are  somevAiat  limited  by  a  lack  of  legal  access 

across  farmers'  fields  on  the  east  and  a  lack  of  physical  access 
from  the  west  due  to  ste^,  rugged  terrain  and  distance  from  the 
USFS  trail  system  in  the  adjacent  South  Warner  Wilderness.  At  the 
north  and  south  ends,  access  is  provided  by  the  Granger  Creek, 
Emerson  and  Patterson  guard  station  roads. 

4.  Special  Features 

The  WSA  contains  a  small  portion  of  the  year-long  habitat  of  the 
Wcimer  Mountain  bi^om  she^  herd.  The  herd  was  recently  wiped 
out  by  a  pneumonia  ̂ idemic.  At  this  time  it  has  not  been 
determined  if  a  reintroduction  will  be  attenpted. 



B.   Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  Systean 
(NWPS) 

1.   Assessincf  the  Diversity  of  Natural  Systems  and  Features  as 
Represented  by  Eoosystems;  This  WSA  contains  4,330  acnres  of  the 
Intermountain  Sagebrush/Sagebrush  St^jpe  ecosystem.  Wilderness 
designation  of  this  WSA  would  not  add  a  new  ecxDsystem  or  landf  orm 
to  the  NWPS. 

Ihe  WSA  is  in  the  sagebrush-st^pe  ecxDsystem  and  is  contiguous  to 
cxm  of  the  two  existing  wilderness  eireas  r^resenting  this 
ecosystem.  Ihey  are  the  adjacent  South  Warner  and  the  Jarbridge 
Wilderness,  vAiich  is  in  Nevada. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kochler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas         Other  BIM  Studies 
Dcanain/Provinoe/FNV   areas   acres   areas   acres 

NATIONWIDE 

Intermountain  Sagebrush/ 
Sagebrush  St^pp&  3       76,699        136   4,366,010 

CAIJFORNIA 

Intermountain  Sagebrush/ 
Sagebrush  Steppe  1       31,295         4    148,101 

2.   Expandincf  the  Opportunity  for  Solitude  or  Primitive  Recreation 
Within  a  Day's  Driving  Time  (5  hours)  of  Major  Population  Centers 
The  South  Wcimer  Contiguous  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of 
five  major  metropolitan  areas.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and 
acreage  of  designated  areas  and  other  BLM.  study  aoceas  within  a 
five-hour  drive  of  the  peculation  centers. 



TABLE  3 

Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents 
of  Major  Populaticai  Centers 

Population 
Centers 

NWPS 
areas 

areas 
acres 

Other  BIM  Studies 
areas     acres 

California 

Redding 
ChifXJ 
Yuba  City 

14 
16 
44 

1,236,503 
1,286,873 
4,951,805 

11 
13 
85 

344,633 
430,822 

2,459,500 

Oregon 

Mwiford 31 
2,440,081 

21 730,038 

Nevada 

Reno 39 4,647,230 175 
6,940,809 

3.   Balancing  the  Geographic  Distribution  of  Wilderness  Areas 

There  is  am  existing  unit  of  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
Systero  within  50  air  miles.  It  is  the  adjacent  South  Warner 
Wilderness,  managed  by  the  Modoc  National  Forest.  There  are  ei^t 
other  reocnimended-suitable  BIM  WSAs  within  50  air  miles  of  the  South 
WeUTier  Ccxitiguous  WSA;  Massacre  Rim,  East  Fork  Hi^  Rocdc  Canyon,  Hi^ 
Rock  Canyon,  Little  Hi^  Rock  Canyon,  Hi^  Rock  Lake,  Twin  Peaks, 
Tunniscai  Mountain  and  Sheldon  Contiguous. 

C.  Mcinageability 

The  South  Warner  Contiguous  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  The  lack  of 
existing  or  projected  resource  conflicts  and  the  lack  of  physical  access  to 
roost  of  the  parcels  creates  a  manageable  wilderness.  The  three  most 
southerly  parcels  would  require  more  management  action  as  they  contain  the 
two  miles  of  ways  and  have  either  boundary  roads  or  cherrysteramed  roads 
that  could  be  driven  off  of  by  hunters  or  others. 

Militciry  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  nationcil  defense  mission  as  well  as  the 
wilderness  resource. 

D.  Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.   Summary  of  Information  T^ncMn  at  the  Time  of  Preliminary  Suitability 
Reocanmendation :  At  the  time  of  the  reccinmendation  process  for  the 
South  Warner  Contiguous  WSA,  BIM  Unit  Resource  Analysis  (URA)  for  the 



Tuledad  Pleinning  Iftiit  URA  (1976)  identified  areas  of  hi^  potential  for 
the  ocxzairrence  of  geothermal  and  saleable  resources  v*iich  included 
portions  of  the  WSA.  A  U.S.  Geologiccil  Survey  memorandum  (Octc±)er  17, 
1975)  also  identified  areas  within  the  WSA  as  being  prospectively 
valuable  for  oil  and  gas,  sodium,  potassium,  and  geothermal  resources. 
Ihe  area  enocirpassing  the  WSA  was  not  considered  valuable  for  locatable 
minercils  eilthou^  pro^jecting  has  occurred  in  the  past.  At  the  time 
of  the  WSA  reoonimendation,  there  were  no  mining  claims  recorded,  nor 
was  einy  kncwn  mining  activity  taking  place  within  the  boundciries  of  the 
study  area. 

BIM  data  eind  information  in  the  Affected  Environment  section  of  the 

California  Section  202  Wilderness  Study  Areas  EIS  (1987)  indicated  the 
,  WSA  has  a  lew  geologic  favorability  for  the  occurrence  of  mineral 
resources.  In  a  mineral  resource  survey  conducted  for  the  Forest 
Service,  South  Warner  Wilderness  (Duffield  and  Weldin,  1976) ,  the  area 
was  characterized  as  having  lew  potential  for  develeprvent  of  economic 
quantities  of  ciny  mineral  ccatnmodity.  There  is  a  history,  including 
visible  evidence,  of  locatable  mineral  activity.  An  estimated  10  to  20 
mining  claims  have  been  located  in  the  WSA  prior  to  1955,  but  none  are 
currently  recorded  with  BIM.  With  the  exception  of  limited  production 
of  opticcd  grade  calcite,  little  or  no  production  had  been  recorded  for 
prospects  within  the  WSA.  The  potential  for  the  occurrence  of  oil  and 
gas  resources  was  considered  lew  based  on  prior  volcanic  activity  that 
would  have  destroyed  any  oil  and  gas  trajped  in  the  rocks  (Sandberg, 
1983) .  Geothermcil  potential  is  limited  by  the  Surprise  Valley  fault 
zone  vAiieh  lies  to  the  east  of  the  WSA  and  is  considered  lew. 

ExploratiOTi  drilling  has  indicated  potential  may  be  hi(^er  on  the  east 
side  of  the  fault.  At  the  time  of  the  EIS,  there  were  no  mineral 
leases  encumbering  the  subject  lands. 

The  1987  EIS  (Affected  Environment  section)  indicated  no  seileable 
minercil  sites  (sand  and  gravel)  occurred  within  the  V3BA.  Nearly  all 
production  in  the  area  ceanes  frean  private  sources. 

2.   Summary  of  Significant  New  I'lineral  Resource  Data  Collected  Since  the 
Preliminary  Suitability  Reccanmendation  Which  Should  Be  Considered  in 
the  Fined  Decision:  A  mineral  survey  of  the  WSA  was  conducted  by  the 

U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  during  1986  and  1987.  Their  final  cpen-file 
r^»rt  was  published  in  1988.  The  report  was  based  on  a  literature 
secirch,  examination  of  BIM  and  County  mining  records,  field 
examination  and  sampling.  A  total  of  134  rock  and  31  cilluvial  sairples 
were  tciken.  No  visible  mineralization  was  observed.  Sanpling  also 
failed  to  shew  eooncjnic  occurrences  of  locatable  minerals,  althou^ 
additional  mapping  and  sairpling  was  reccmmended  for  a  portion  of  the 
WSA  vAiere  there  are  indications  of  an  ̂ igenetic  gold  d^xDsit.  No  oil 

or  gas  resources  were  identified  during  the  study.  Scott  (1983,  D-11) 
considered  the  region,  including  the  WSA,  to  have  lew  to  zero 

potential.  The  WSA  is  near  the  IzOce  City-Surprise  Valley  K3RA.  No 
geothermal  leases  exist  in  the  WSA,  nor  is  there  any  evidence  of  the 
cirea  having  been  ej^lored  for  geothermal  resources  and  the  potential 
for  occurrence  is  considered  lew. 



Sard  and  gravel  resources  cxxur  within  and  adjacent  to  the  WSA.  Some 
of  these  occur  eilong  narrcw  dirainages  extending  into  the  WSA,  but  are 
generally  smedl.  Larger  terrace  d^xssits  similar  to  those  occurring 
outside  the  WSA  cire  found  inside  and  adjacent  to  the  area.  Poor  access 
and  abundant  other  sources  cilong  Modoc  Hi^way  1  would  make 
developonent  of  the  deposits  within  WSA  hi^ily  unlikely. 

Ihe  occurrence  of  zeolites  was  noted  during  the  field  exam  and  throu^ 

saiipling.  The  d^xssits  were  considered  small,  lew-grade,  and  have  lew 
potential  for  future  develqpment.  No  sodium  or  potassium  resources 
were  identified. 

Interest  in  mineral  e^loration  is  indicated  by  a  BLM  mining  claim 
records  secirch  ccaiducted  March  25,  1988,  v*iich  shewed  that  no 
urpatented  mining  claims  or  mineral  leases  exist  within  the  South 
Warner  Contiguous  WSA.  Due  to  the  lew  mineral  potenticil  of  the  WSA  no 
mineral  resource  potential  map  was  pr^ared. 
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E.        SUMMARY  OF  ENVTRONMEWIAL  OC^SEOUENCES  OF  THE  roOPOSED  ACTION 

Tfetjle  4  -  GtnpEoath^  SLimary  cf  the  niipacbs  ly  ALtajHtLve 
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■v^iiclfi  VE^  will  hEP^  a 
n=gLig±il£i  mpact.  aithe 

twi>l*-,i(ii  <jr  rwliirrtliHHK 
ardwill  pFriniirally  u=si.ilt 
in  nana:  diEnpticTB  C3f 

q-Hrter  mile  cf  fexdng. 
No  otha:  artivitips  ate 

plriTBd  within  the  WSL 

luy-tijun  piuLHjLiui  Hun 
UTrt-irifHtiRfi  fiihire 
actifTB  that  milrt  TFRiilt 

in  pnhFTihial  arK*=rFB 
oirpacts  wxild  be  prcvidod. FDlitiilR.    QiTan.Kcl  liM=ftn:k 

grazing  at  135iOfe  is  not 

articirntHi  tD  affert  en/st:- 
ing  wLldanFHR  \aliPR  with 

nRgLigifcOfi  mprts  tn  anil  i- 
tixte  resulting  fconthcee 
whidle  tnp^  imFJlly  tD 
itairtain  the  odsting  two 

Ffring  dB^kptHts  ardaie- 
qjarta:  irdle  cf  ferdng.    No 

uLltit'  duLLviUfcii  dte  pLiiHi 
within  the  ncrwilfiFmRFF> 

rrrt.im  cf  the  VSL 
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F.  I£)CAL  SOCIAL  AND  E0CM3MIC  OONSIDERATiaJS 

No  IcxxlL  social  or  eooncmic  irrpacts  of  any  significance  were  identified  in 
the  Fined  Environmental  Inpact  Statement. 

G.  SUMMARY  OF  WSA  SPECIFIC  HJBLIC  OCMMENTS 

Public  involvement  has  occurred  throu^out  the  wilderness  review  process. 
Ccxnments  were  used  to  develop  significant  study  issues  and  cdtematives. 

In  pr^)araticai  of  the  final  EIS,  cdl  ccsiments,  including  those  from  the 
hearing  transcripts,  were  reviewed  and  considered.  Canments  that  presented 
new  data,  questioned  findings  and  analysis,  or  raised  questions  or  issues 
relating  to  the  environmental  iropacts  of  the  Prc^xDsed  Action  or  eiltematives 
were  responded  to.  General  ccraments  favoring  a  specific  cLLtemative  have 
been  noted  and  considered,  but  required  no  specific  response.  Comments 
addressing  items  outside  of  the  scope  of  this  EIS  were  not  responded  to. 

During  formal  public  review  of  the  draft  EIS,  a  toted  of  106  interested 
citizens.  Federal,  State,  loccd  agencies  and  private  organizations  subndtted 
comments  on  the  California  Section  202  Wilderness  Stucty  Arecis  Draft  EIS.  Of 
the  106  letters,  there  were  70  letters  v*iich  ej^ressed  either  a  genercd 
comment  favoring  a  specific  alternative,  or  were  nonspecific.  There  were  19 
letters  v*iich  specifically  addressed  the  South  Warner  WSA.  Several  that 
sufported  the  prcposed  action  of  partial  designation.  Ihe  majority  favored 
the  designation  of  the  entire  WSAs  as  wilderness.  Ihere  were  no  responses 

st^^ioi^irig  no-^ildemess.  Those  sujporting  the  BUM  recommendation  thou^t  it 
was  balanced  and  left  seme  areas  for  existing  vehicle  use.  Those  si^jporting 

all-wilderness  mentioned  the  scenic  nature  of  the  WSA,  its  wildlife  values, 
with  bi^om  sheqp,  in  particulcir,  receiving  numerous  mentions,  cind  the  lack 
of  resource  conflicts  as  reasons  to  make  the  area  wilderness.  Several  pecple 
mentioned  that  they  thought  wilderness  designation  would  eliminate  domestic 
livestock  grazing  and  give  more  area  to  the  bi^om  she^.  We  replied  in  the 
Final  EIS  that  domestic  grazing  is  a  use  sanctioned  by  congress  and  is  not 
eliminated  by  wilderness  designation. 

The  Park  Service,  U.S.  Forest  Service,  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
lahontan  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board  and  the  California  State 
Cleeirin^ouse  sent  responses  to  the  draft  EIS.  The  Park  Service  said  they 
had  no  comment.  The  Forest  Service  pointed  out  several  small  map  changes 

that  were  corrected.  The  EPA  st^jported  the  BIM's  prcposed  action  and 
appreciated  the  discussion  on  water  quality.  The  lahontan  Regional  Water 
Quality  Control  Board  said  there  aj^jeared  to  be  little  difference  in 
potenticd  water  quality  iirpacts  and  asked  to  be  informed  of  any  future 
proposed  changes  in  management  of  the  nonwildemess  areas  v*iich  could  affect 
water  quality.  The  State  of  California  Clearin^ouse  commented  on  fire 
protection  and  the  need  for  wilderness  closer  to  urban  areas  that  were 
generic  to  adl  wilderness  and  not  specific  to  the  South  Warner  WSA. 

No  comments  were  received  from  local  governments. 
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Timbered  Crater 

CA-030-201 





TIMBKKhD  CRMCER  WiilSKHNESS  STOPy  AR!EA  (WSA) 

CA-03(>-201 

Includes  the  Baker  Cypress-Lava  Instant  Stut^  Area  CA-030-301 

1.        THE  STUDY  AREA. 18,095  acres 

Ihe  Timbered  Crater  WSA  is  located  at  the  junction  of  Shasta,  Sisld.you  and 
Modoc  Counties  in  northeastern  California  (see  Map  1  and  Table  1) .  The 
nearest  tcwn  is  Fall  River  Mills,  10  miles  south  of  the  WSA.  The  nearest 
city,  Redding,  California,  is  located  50  miles  southwest.  The  stuc^  area 
contains  17,896  acres  of  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BIM)  land  and  199  acres 
of  private  land  in  two  parcels  belonging  to  one  cwner.  The  WSA  is  bounded 
on  the  northeast  by  private  agricultural  lands  in  the  Little  Hot  Springs 

Valley.  The  southeast  and  western  boundaries  are  formed  by  the  Shasta- 
Trinity  National  Forest  lands.  The  southern  boundary  is  formed  by  the 
Ahjumawi  Lava  Springs  State  Park  lands  and  private  lands  used  for  homesites 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  north  end  of  Fall  River  Valley. 

The  WSA  contains  all  of  the  Baker  Cypress  Natural  Area  (1,148  acres) ,  which 
was  an  Instant  Stuc^  Area  (ISA)  included  as  part  of  this  VISA,     The  BaJcer 
Cypress  is  a  minor  species  of  tree  restricted  to  a  small  number  of  groves 
spread  along  the  Cascade  Sierra  mountains  of  Northern  California  and 
extending  into  Southern  Oregon.  Ihe  natural  cirea  is  located  in  the  northern 
part  of  the  VISA.     The  remainder  of  the  WSA  is  mostly  made  up  of  a  large  lava 
flew.  The  lava  flew  is  extremely  rou^  and  rugged  with  a  lot  of  ejqxDsed 
rock  interspersed  with  small  pockets  of  soil.  The  cracks  in  the  lava  and 
soil  pockets  support  a  very  scattered  peculation  of  brush,  shrubs,  mountain 
mahogany  and  ponderosa  pine.  The  general  tcpograj^iy  of  the  lava  flow  is 
characterized  by  lew  buttes,  shallew  depressions  and  drainages. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976  (FLEMA)  and  was  included  in  the  North  Central 
California  Wilderness  EIS,  finalized  December  1986.  There  were  three 

alternatives  analyzed  in  the  EIS:  an  all-wilderness  alternative,  a  partial- 
wilderness  ciltemative  designating  80%  of  the  WSA  as  wilderness  and  a  no- 
wilderness  alternative. 

2.   REOOMMENDATK^  AND  RATTONAIE  - 

17,896 

acres  reccramended  for 
wilderness 
BIM  acres  recommended 

for  non-wilderness 

No  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  this  WSA.  The  entire  acreage  in 
this  WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness. 

The  cill-wildemess  alternative  is  the  environmentally  preferred  ciltemative. 
The  no-wilderness  alternative  will  be  iirplemented  in  a  manner  v*iich  will  use 
clLI  practical  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental  impacts. 



The  WSA  is  recxxranended  ncxisuitable  becaiise  the  area*s  wilderness  values  are 
margincil.  The  quality  that  an  area  should  have  to  be  added  to  the  National 
Wilderness  Preservation  System  (IWPS)  is  lafccking  in  this  WSA.  The  area  is 
natural  in  character  with  a  few  evidences  of  man,  such  as  an  old  flat  rock 
quarry  and  two  cherrystemmed  roads  leading  into  the  WSA.  There  are 
approximately  five  miles  of  ways,  and  a  primitive  route  of  travel,  v^iich 
will  remain  available  for  vehiculcir  use.  The  area   is  dull  emd  hoaanogeneous 
in  character,  consisting  of  a  fairly  level  to  gently  rolling  lava  bed  that 
contains  scattered  patches  of  brush  with  widely  spaced  scattered  pine  trees 
growing  in  soil  pockets.  The  caily  part  of  the  WSA  that  is  distinctive  is 
the  Baker  cypress  found  growing  in  patches  near  the  northern  end  of  the  WSA. 
These  are  already  protected  by  a  withdrawal  as  a  Natural  Area.  This 
designation  has  been  effective  in  providing  the  area  with  adequate 
management  and  protection. 

The  WSA  has  opportunities  for  solitude  but  little  reason  for  anyone  to  go 
there  to  avail  themselves  of  this  opportunity.  The  past  use  of  the  area  has 
been  minimal.  People  do  not  get  far  away  frcm  the  cherrystemmed  roads,  due 
to  the  rou^  uneven  lava  terrain.  The  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  are  extremely  limited.  This  terrain,  with  its  rou^ 
lava  and  brushy  patches  of  manzanita  or  mountain  mahogany,  ma)ces  hiking 
difficult.  Travelling  from  one  place  to  another,  there  are  no  water  courses 
or  ridgelines  to  follcw.  There  are  no  destination  points  that  would  attract 
a  visitor  to  enter  the  cirea.  No  am  would  take  horses  into  the  area  without 

risking  injury.  The  Baker  cypress  is  located  on  the  north  end  of  the  WSA 
vdiere  there  is  more  soil.  This  area  is  aKxessible  frcm  the  existing 
cherrystemmed  roads  and  ways  in  and  near  the  perimeter. 

The  area  is  in  the  western  ponderosa  forest  realm  of  the  Sierra  Forest 
Ecoregion.  There  is  cxily  csie  unit  of  the  NWPS  in  this  type.  The  Timbered 
Crater  unit  is  not  really  typical  of  this  realm  and  ecoregion.  It  is  a  lava 
field  with  scattered  ponderosa  pine  growing  in  soil  pockets  widely  scattered 
throu^out  the  unit.  There  are  other  units  in  the  NWPS  that  closely 
resemble  the  lava  field  in  this  unit.  They  auiB  found  nearby  at  Lassen 
NationcLL  Park,  Lava  Beds  NH  and  Thousand  Takfts  Wilderness  c^  the  Lassen 
National  Forest. 

Althou^  the  overall  WSA  is  considered  manageable,  the  two  private 
inholdings  located  in  the  northern  end  of  the  WSA  could  cause  a  problem  in 
the  future.  They  eire  owned  ty  a  tiirber  managing  ccaonpany.  They  have  not 
indicated  that  they  have  any  iramBdiate  intensive  land  management  plans  for 
the  area. 

In  conclusion,  the  main  reeison  that  this  WSA  was  recommended  nonsuitable, 
was  that  its  wilderness  qualities  are  considered  low.  The  area  is  roadless 
due  to  its  rou^  lava  field  terrain.  Other  than  its  roadless  condition,  it 
is  similar  to  much  of  the  surrounding  countryside.  It  is  oaoinQn  to  many 
other  areas  in  Northern  California  that  have  lava  flews. 
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TABIE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 
BIM  (surface  and  subsurface  17,896 
Split  Estate   (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  199 

Total  18,095 

Within  Reccanmended  Wilderness  Bourdary  Acres 
BIM          (within  WSA)  0 
BIM          (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (outside  VISA)    0 
Totcil  BIM  land  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Within  Area  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BIM  (surface  and  subsurface)  17,896 
Split  Estate   (BIM  surface  only)    0 
Total  BIM  Lands  Not  Reccaranended  for  Wilderness  17,896 

3.   CRITERIA  OONSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WIIDERNESS  REOCM^ENDATiaJS 

A.   Wilderness  C3iaracteristics 

1.  Naturalness;  Ihis  area  is  essentially  natural  in  character  due 
primarily  to  its  harsh,  rocl<y,  and  difficult  to  traverse  terrain. 
Ihe  area  is  predominantly  a  lava  flew  with  low  ridges  and 
dqpressions.  There  is  a  lot  of  ej^xjsed  lava  rock  with  very  rou^ 
and  uneven  terrain.  Some  minor  inpacts  detract  from  the  natural 
appearance  but  are  generally  small  in  size  and  scattered  around 
the  WSA  so  that  the  overall  iropact  on  naturalness  is  negligible. 
There  is  an  abandoned,  flat,  rock  quarry  in  section  25,  T.  39  N, 
R.  4  E.  There  are  several  short  ways  located  in  the  WSA  totaling 
approximately  5  miles  in  length.  The  longest  one  (2  miles)  is  in 
the  southwest  comer  of  the  VISA.     There  has  been  scare  timber  and 

firewood  cut  in  the  past  around  the  perimeter  of  the  WSA.  A 
coiQjle  of  firelines  from  past  fires  are  also  in  the  area,  but  are 

gradually  disappearing  throu^  natural  re-vegetation. 

2.  Solitude:  The  size  of  the  area,  the  broken  topography  and  the 
scattered  brush  and  shrubs  v*iich  provide  screening,  create 
cpportunities  for  solitude  in  the  VKA.  Due  to  the  rou^  terrain 
broken  by  the  rough  lava  flows,  few  pecple  visit  the  area. 
During  hunting  season  the  ciierrystemmed  roads  that  penetrate  up  to 
three  miles  into  the  WSA  get  seme  travel  by  hunters.  During  the 



rest  of  the  year  only  a  few  vehicles  drive  the  dherrysteramed  roads 
and  ways.  Timbered  Crater,  a  lew  volcanic  cone,  is  located  jtist 
outside  the  WSA  on  its  western  boLindary.  Vehicles  traveling 
around  the  road  cxi  its  rim  can  be  seen  f  rem  most  of  the  west  side 

of  the  WSA.  This  is  not  a  major  distraction  as  there  are  usually 

only  a  few  vehicles  up  there  on  a  given  day  and  several  days  <-y"^i^ 
pass  between  visits  to  Timbered  Crater. 

This  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taJcing  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  terrporary  effects  on  solitude 
vtLLch  are  deemed  necessary  and  acc^jtable  as  a  part  of  the 
defense  pr^)aredness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Uhconfined  Recreation;  Ihe  qpportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  are  limited  in  the  WSA.  Scxte 
hunting  occurs  but  usually  in  association  with  the  cherrysteramed 
roads  and  ways  in  the  VKA.  Due  to  the  uneven,  roo^  terrain  with 
a  lot  of  rou^  lava,  most  hunters  do  not  get  far  from  the  roads 
and  ways.  There  are  no  interesting  destinations  within  the  heart 
of  the  WSA.  That  with  a  lack  of  streams  and  springs  does  not 
provide  a  reason  for  people  to  hike  in  the  rou^,  broken  lava 
country.  The  Baker  Cypress  is  located  on  the  northern  boundary  of 
the  WSA  and  is  accessible  by  cherrysteramBd  road  or  way. 

4.  Special  Features;  The  VISA  contains  the  1,148-acre  BaJcer  Cypress 
NatuTcil  Area.  The  Balcer  cypress  (Cupressus  baker i) ,  is  a  minor 
tree  species  with  a  distribution  liniited  to  a  handful  of  sites  in 
Northern  California  and  Southern  Oregon.  It  is  not  a  thrBatened 
or  Endangered  Species,  just  a  limited  unusual  species.  The 

natural  area  is  part  of  a  7,000-acre  population  v^ch  is  the 
largest  stand  of  Baker  cypress  to  be  found.  The  remainder  of  this 
stand  is  spread  over  adjacent  private  and  Shasta  Trinity  National 
Forest  lands.  Smaller  stands  of  Baker  cypress  are  found  scattered 
over  the  Sierra  Cascade  Mountain  frcm  Plumas  County,  California  to 
Jackson  County,  Oregon.  The  trees  are  found  on  typiccilly  poorer 
soil  such  as  basic  igneous  or  serpentine  soils.  The  BaJcer 
Cypress  Natural  Area  was  established  to  recognize  the  uniqueness 
of  the  species  and  preserve  a  portion  of  its  habitat.  It  would 
clLso  be  available  for  any  future  scientific  studies  of  the 

species. 

B.   Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
fNWPS) 

1.   Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  bv  ecosystems;  This  VISA  contains  17,896  acres  of  the 
Sierren  Forest/Western  Ponderosa  Forest  ecosystem.  This  WSA  is 
not  exactly  typical  of  this  ecosystem  as  the  majority  of  the  WSA 
is  ccmprised  of  lava  flow.  There  is  currently  one  existing  unit 



of  this  eoot^'pe  in  the  NWPS.  There  are  two  other  BIM  Wilderness 
Study  Areas  of  this  ecotype.  Ihere  are  two  other  units  in  the 
NWPS  with  similar  lava  formation.  These  are  Lassen  National  Park 
and  Lava  Beds  National  Monument. 

TABLE  2  -  Ecosystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification 
Province/FtJV 

NWPS  Areas 
areas acres 

Other  BIM  Studies 
areas acres 

NATiaJWIDE 

Sierran 

Forest/Western  Ponderosa 
Forest 

Sierran 

Forest/Western  Ponderosa 
Forest 

1     815 

CALIFORNIA 

1     815 

21,754 

21,754 

2.   Expandincf  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 

within  a  day's  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population 
centers:  This  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  six  major 
peculation  centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of 

designated  areas  and  other  BIM  study  areas  within  a  five-hour 
drive  of  the  population  centers. 

TABLE  3  -  Wilderness  PK»rtunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Peculation  Centers 

Peculation 
Centers 

NWPS  areas 

areas acres 
Other  BIM  Studies 
areas acres 

California 

Sacramento 
Redding 
Chico 
Yuba  City 

Nevada 

Reno 

Oregon 

Medford 

46 5,001,817 
87 

2,479,541 14 1,236,503 11 344,633 
16 

1,286,873 
13 430,822 

44 
4,951,805 

85 
2,459,500 

39 4,647,230 
175 

6,904,809 

31 
2,440,081 

21 730,038 

3.   Balancing  the  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas:  There 
are  six  existing  units  of  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
System  within  50  air  miles  of  the  Timbered  Crater  WSA.  These 



areas  are  Lassen  National  Park  wilderness,  Lava  Beds  N.M. ,  Caribou 
and  Thousand  Lakes  wilderness  in  Lassen  National  Forest  and  Castle 
Crags  and  Mt.  Shasta  Wilderness  in  the  Shasta  Trinity  National 
Forest.  There  is  one  other  recoramended  suitable  BIM  WSA  within 
50  air  miles  of  Timbered  Crater. 

C.  Manageability 

The  entire  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  The  199  acres  of  private 
lands  within  the  WSA  could  potentially  cause  manageability  problems. 
The  private  lands  are  cwned  by  Roseburg  Lumber  Coanopany  as  part  of  their 
larger  land  holdings  in  the  surrounding  area.  The  lands  are  being 
managed  for  timber  production.  A  cherrysteramed  road  approximately  two 
miles  long  provides  access  to  the  private  parcels.  To  date  there  has 
not  been  much  intensive  forest  management  activity  on  these  parcels. 
If  an  activity  such  as  intensive  harvest  or  a  plantation  were  to  take 

place  in  the  future,  it  could  detract  from  the  area's  wilderness 
characteristics.  Roseburg  Dumber  Ccarpany  could  ask  for  an  improvement 
of  the  access  road  at  some  future  date. 

Scans  irregularly-shaped  sections  on  the  east  and  south  boundaries  could 
present  scans  boundary  management  prc*)lems,  as  they  cire  long,  narrcw 
peninsulas  jutting  into  private  land. 

Military  overflights  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well 
as  the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Enercry  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.   Summary  of  information  known  at  time  of  preliminary  suitability 
recommendation ;  The  Timbered  Crater  WSA  is  in  the  Alturas 

Resource  Area.  The  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  and  the  U.S.  Geological 
survey  prepared  a  Mineral  Land  Assessment  Report  for  the  WSA 
(Peterson  and  Martin  1981) .  The  r^xDrt  concludes  that  the  area 
has  little  mineral  potential  except  for  flat  lavas  used  in 
building  construction.  The  geothermal  potential  of  the  area 
cannot  be  precisely  determined  exc^t  by  further  geological  and 
geophysical  study.  However,  the  report  considered  the  potential 
to  be  low. 

Past  leasing  activity  was  considered  speculative  as  four  of  six 
geothermal  lease  applications  and  two  of  three  oil  and  gas  lease 

applications  have  either  been  terminated  due  to  non-payment  or 
were  withdrawn  by  the  applicant  (s) . 

Because  of  low  potential  for  mineral  resources,  no  mineral 
potential  map  was  prepared  for  this  WSA.  Several  permits  for 
removal  of  flat  rock  were  issued  prior  to  1970.  Since  this  kind 
of  material  is  readily  available  on  private  lands  and  the  material 
available  on  public  lands  is  limited  and  of  low  economic  value, 
sale  of  flat  rock  frcan  public  lands  was  discontinued. 



E. 

2.   Summary  of  significant  new  mineral  resource  data  collected  since 
suitability  recoanmendation  v^ch  should  be  considered  in  the  final 
reoonmiendation :  Ihere  has  not  been  any  significant  new 
information  that  has  ocsne  to  the  attention  of  the  BLM  since  the 

EUS  was  written.  All  the  geothennal  lease  afplications  have  been 
relinqui^ed  and  there  are  no  geothermal  leases  new  in  the  WSA. 
Ihe  last  oil  and  gas  lease  was  withdrawn  by  the  applicant.  There 
are  no  oil  and  gas  lease  ̂ plications  in  the  VISA. 

Impacts  on  Resources 

TABIE  4  -  Caiparative  Summary  of  the  Iitpacts  by  Alternative 

HTTTKTS 
HCKSDAZnCN 

N>WIIIEFNEES/tC)  AJnCN 
AUrWniEFNESS BSREMrWniER^ESS 

Hiprt.  oiWLldEzrBEB The  20  poxot:  cf  the 
area  that  is  aaaeEBible 

toCWvculd  Q^odsxE 
teipcrary  discLftiaiB  cf 
natutalTTRFF;  CT^armrh  c£ 

its  gbUjLc{iiic  edbat 
fraaCH/xjEB  ard  sirh 

activitifis  as  tinbar  har- 

•v^stirg,  fiKlword  har- 
T^sting,  ard  the  VEno/aiL 
aE  flat  lava  rock.  Within 

this  area  thediaxptiai 
of  naturalness  would  be 

reLath^y  paroEret:  en 
ID  arres  par  yasr  fcan 
the  reiDsal  cf  flat  rock 
ard  WGuld  last  aixut  fi\e 

yssas  en  an  SRoags  cf  25 
aczEs  pa:  yasr  ftuii 
fuelMxd  ard  ti]±ar 
^Ea:^^5tu1g. 

Jjipachs  en  e^pxtmities 
&r  sdLitirte  wculd  be 

similar  to  tJKHR  cfes- 
cadhed  fix*  nabJiialnBss. 
B3th  nEttuialiYFK  ard  sol- 

itude wculd  be  pi::esa:\^d 

qpite  weQI  en  the  80  pa?- 
oart.  of  the  area  that  is 
iiBaaesEdble. 

Cjpcrtirdtifis  fcr  p±ni- 
tive  ard  inxnfinBd  ibc- 
reatkn  aire  limited  in 

theVBA.  They  wojQd  re- 

WildFmeas  vrIurs 

wcuMbe  well  pro- tBiteJ  irdar  this 

altaTHt±«.  IfebJT- 
alneas  ard  ejpxtu- 
nitifis  fix*  solitufe 
wculd  be  iBciEBdcn 
less  then  20  aczes 
frrm  wildlife  gjzz- 
1f3T>  ard  dB^lcpiet: 

desiyHtBd  to  pte- vart  CtfJ  usa  of  the 
area.  The  liitdtsd 

odsting  cjpcrtLni- tifis  fcrpdirdtiA^ 

ard  irccnfinsd  rec- 
reeticn  would  be 
rebained  ard  the 

spEcdfiL  features  cf 
the  VBA  would  be 
eitha:  iJBffiBCtBd  cr 
gJBrEd. 

Uda:  this  altaTHti\«, 
wildaTEss  mlues  wolM 

be  well  ptot:a±ad  en 
about  85  percoTt  cf  the 
VBA.  Qi  the  retaining 

15  paxH±  (the  axKa=»- ibJLepcrticn  cf  the 

area  rBcamoded  ncn- 
Riitcble)  iitpacts  en 

nabjralnesB  ard  ejpo?- 
tirdties  fcr  foI  itiriR 
would  be  similar  to 
tJTCHe  desczdbed  fcxr  the 

Rxposed  A±icn  Qcq3t 
that  ncne  cf  the  iitpacts 
would  lastitixe  than 

about  fjs^yasas  becaee 
thaK  would  be  no 
reiDval  cf  flat  lava 
rock. 

The  limitBd  eppxtLTii- 
ties  fix  primiti^«  and 
ULUiEinsd  reccBaticn 
would  be  diirdnidTed 

sli^itly  ty  tte  activ- 
ities affecdrg  nEJtural- 

neas  (tinba:  har^st, 

fuelwood  harvest,  guzz- 
ler instellaticn,  ebc.) 

but  those  vho  want  pdm- 
iti\e  cEnpdrg  Q^DerdaTiE 
fixeatple,  mild 

eesily  find  it  ty  awaid- 
ing  dishjtbed  areas. 

8 



TfefcOfi  4  -  SUinary  of  the  litFacts  ty  ALtfcajHti\e  (Gtrt'(^ 

FESXROES 
WCeCESD  PCTEN AUtWEUERCSS HREEAIrWniERES 

nnpact  oi  Wi1dF3TPRB 

V^liFS  (Otrit'c^ 

main  cwailsble,  hawser, 
ftr  tiEse  willirg  to 
dfxad  the  aba^irtOTbirTBd 
dLsbiitterioes  crhite  irto 

the  pBQ±s  cf  the  l«^  that 
ace  iraaaesBible  toCttfe. 

TheqEology  cf  the  aorea 
vculd  rat  be  inpacbed. 
liipacbs  oi  the  athar 

sp^cdal  feabjtes-the 
Bater-C^presB  stsrd  ard 
ardnedlcgkal  sites- 
vouMbe  as  cfegrrihgd 
babsw  fcr  these  Iffips. 

■Ihe  ggnikqy  caf  the  arsa 
vtoildnat  be  inpacbed. 

IJipocbs  en  the  othsr 

Fp=rdal  feetaJceg-Baitear 

Qpreas  stard  ard  arch- 
aaoiLagkal  sites-wauld be  as  describGd  heikw 
fcr  tJTHR  issuGS. 

liipacbs  en  the  Bsi<Er 
C/poesB  Stard 

leas  then  10  iniLvidjal 

trees  vculd  be  ctitB^  or 

destrci^  ty  CHfe  anrijal- 
ly.  This  vmld  be  mxe 
then  cajThf=3±a]rna9d  by  a 
rel£rt±^y  hi^  le^  cf 
fire  pxtecticn. 

Thoe  vculd  be  no 
(inage  frcmCKfe, 
but  a  Icwa:  le^eL  cf 

fire  protBcticn.  Pc- 
qiisiticn  cf  irhnld- 
Jm^  vculd  irrrBBse 
theparotaga  cf 
the  stcrd  that  oould 

be  ptxtecbed  to 
about  16  paxH±. 

liipacts  vcudd  be  the 

saiE  as  irda:  the  Ito- 

tXEsd  A^ticn. 

Btpacbs  en  Tuiba: 
ffervsstirg 

ThoK  vculd  be  cne  t±iba: 
sale  cf  about  200  Mtf 

eoy  10  i^ars  ard,  by 
the  ysET  2000,  a  fuelwxd 
harvest  cf  aixut  100 

ccv5b  par  yasr,  ALthcu^ 

this  could  be  sigiifi- 
cart  to  irdividjal  local 

rEsida±s,  it  vculd  not 
be  sigiifiaart  in  tams 
cf  the  loal  eojuii/. 

Thae  vculd  be  no 
tiirbarcr  fijelwood 

han^sting  within 
theVCA. 

litpacbs  vculd  be  the 

sane  as  irdar  the  Rco- 
pcsGd  A±i£n,  GXJSft. 
that  the  har\^st  ©oy 

10  i^ars  vculd  be  re- 
dredky  25pecca±  to 
150  MSd. 

liipacbs  en  Ifereaticral 
Uae  levels 

'Iha:E  vculd  be  araircr 
increase  in  recreaticral 
use  to  about  2,300 
visiter  d^s  par  ̂ ear. 

IteixBd  rBcreaticTBl 

use  dje  to  the  pro- 
hihitim  cf  CHfe 
vculd  be  partially 

cffest  ky  tte  at- 
tracticn  cf  a  daa- 
JcyHbed  wildFmess  & 
increosaa  ̂ itB  bird 

pcpjlaticTB.  The  net 
result  vculd  be  a  25 

pax33"t  (JRnline  in 
recreaticral  uaa  to 

about  1,600  visitor 
(feys  par  yEear.   

liipBcbs  vnild  be  the 
SciiB  as  ixdEsr  the  All 
WildaTEES  ALtemative, 

exjE^t.  that  tH:a,FE  cf 

cnly  partial  elindnaticn 
cf  CH/use,  recreaticral 
IBB  vculd  chly  dBdLine 

10  paxs±  to  about 
2,000  visiter  cfeys  pa: 

i^ar. 
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lf%ri\e.  4  -  SUmary  of  tte  liipacbs  ty  ALt3a3iati\e  (Otrt'c^ 

TS^Frf^lAIH) 
^l>wTT^FR^=?f;/^D  AZEKN 

ALL^wlll^^^^^^s 
AT'Jhwwrivi-; ATTFRWrrVFl 

-w-                         »                            -^11 Thae  vnild  be  ircdaabe 

danngB  to  at  least,  ens 
jjHiirtHr*.  dri}HH)l(ijirBl 
site  (ki^An  ard  irknoun 
in  the  nsdt  15  yrms) , 

the  ]ajTj=Bt.  threats  b?ing 
flat  IcMi  raJc  luiLVdl 
ardCH/U3e. 

The  archrenlorjiraL 

sites  vculd  be  jro- 
TheaE  vnilrl  bF»  tttjI  i- 
gible  datage  to  cne 
iiilJUtldtL  but  ajnatly 

irknowi  aKhF=jFr)1njk:al 
site  in  the  nsdt  15 

i^ars.  Hxwi  sites  vculd 

An±BedlogicaL  SitEB 

be  £r(lH.tH.l. 

liipacbs  en  VTiline  C3f 
Hat  l£Na  Rxk  i^Tcwal 

;*Tnt  400  trrs  cf  flat 
lava  JKJLk  vruld  be 

leitMEd  eadi  >ear-.    This 
vculd  n±.  be  iniTrteri:  to 

Tlore  vnilfi  be  hd 
roro^  cf  flat  lava 
rock  ftan  within  the 

ThaK  vnild  be  no  roicv- 
al  cf  flat,  la^anxk 
fixm  vdthin  the  VGA. 

the  local  ecoxny. 

F.  Local  Social  and  Ecxjncmic  Considerations 

No  local  social  or  economic  iirpacts  of  any  significance  were  identified 
in  the  Final  Environmental  Iirpact  Stiatement. 

G.  Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Comments 

Public  involvement  has  occurred  throu^out  the  wilderness  review 
process.  During  the  inventory  p*iase  scane  canments  addressed  the 
natniral  characteristics  of  the  unit.  Others  had  information  about  the 

location  and  use  of  roads  and  private  lands  within  the  WSA.  Ihe 
presence  of  old  firebreaks  was  also  mentioned.  All  of  this  information 
was  used  in  the  EIS. 

During  formal  public  review  of  tiie  draft  Alturas  RMP  EIS,  a  tot:al  of  35 
comments  specifically  addressing  wilderness  or  this  WSA  were  received. 
Of  these,  31  were  written  and  4  were  oral  statements  received  at  the 
public  hearing  held  in  Redding,  CA  on  July  20,  1983.  In  general,  30 
respondents  supported  wilderness  designation  for  all  or  part  of  tiie 

WSA.  Five  respondents  si^^xorted  no-wilderness  for  the  WSA. 

Those  favoring  wilderness  mentioned  the  need  for  more  wilderness  to  be 
preserved  in  general.  Seme  specific  references  to  this  WSA  mentioned 
the  outstanding  natural  values,  Baker  cypress,  deer  winter  range  and 
protecting  archaeological  sites  as  reasons  for  designating  the  area  as 
wilderness.  Those  c^Dposing  wilderness  stated  that  they  felt  the  area 
did  not  have  the  quality  that  warranted  designation  and  the  area  should 
be  left  cpen  for  the  full  range  of  uses  including  mining  and 
woodcutting. 

The  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) ,  Soil  Conservation  Service 
(SCS)  and  State  of  California  Resources  Agency  all  commented  on  the 
draft  EIS.  The  EPA  mentioned  that  water  qualit:y  discussion  was  minimal 
v*iich  we  ejq)lained  was  due  to  the  lack  of  any  projected  future  uses  of 
the  area  that  would  affect  water  quality.  The  SCS  mentioned  that  soils 
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information  may  be  needed  if  erosion  is  a  prcblem.  Ihe  BIM  responded 
by  pointing  out  that  there  were  no  projected  management  actions  that 
would  cause  erosicxi.  Ihe  California  Resources  Agency  mentioned  that 
the  D^artment  of  Paries  and  Recreation  would  eventucilly  like  to  acquire 
480  acres  of  land  at  the  souUi  end  of  the  WSA  under  the  Recreation  and 

Public  Purposes  Act  for  addition  to  Ahjumawi-Lava  Springs  State  Park. 
Ihe  BLM  cinswered  that  this  would  be  a  possibility  if  Ctongress  affirms 
this  nc»i-suitable  reccnimendati<^i. 

No  comments  were  received  fron  the  loccLL  governments. 
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lAVft.  wruHa^Ess  gnjpy  areBl  (wea) 

CA-O30-203 

1.   THE  SIUDY  AREA  • —  10,770  acres 

The  Lava  WSA  is  located  in  northeastern  Shasta  County,  California  one-half 
mile  southeast  of  the  town  of  Fall  River  Mills.  Ihe  WSA  includes  10,770 
acres  of  BIM  lands  with  no  private  or  State  inholdings.  Ihe  mineral  estate 
is  entirely  in  public  ownership  (see  Map  1  and  Table  1) . 

The  WSA  is  an  irregularly-shaped  polygon  v^ch  takes  on  a  generally  square 
shape.  From  the  northwest  comer  of  the  WSA  near  the  tcwn  of  Fall  River 
Mills,  the  west  boundary  consists  of  a  Bl^private  land  interface.  Ihis 
6.5-mile-long  boundary  is  from  one- fourth  to  one  mile  east  of  the  paved  Six 
Mile  Hill  Road  south  of  Fall  River  Mills.  The  western  boundary  proceeds 
south  to  its  intersection  with  an  east-west  cindered  road  known  as  the 
Cinder  Cone  Access  Road  vAiich  ccaiprises  five  miles  of  the  ei^t-mile  length 
of  the  southern  boundary.  The  other  three  miles  of  the  southern  boundary  is 
made  i:^  of  a  Bl^private  land  interface  artxand  an  intervening  section  of 
private  land  v^iich  abuts  the  Cinder  Cone  Access  Road.  At  the  east  boundary 
the  Cinder  Cone  Access  Road  intersects  the  Pittville  Road  and  the  boundary 
proceeds  north  along  this  road  for  aj^roximately  one  mile.  From  the 
Pittville  Road  the  boundary  becomes  an  uninproved  dirt  road  for 
approximately  one  and  one-half  miles  west  then  north  to  a  private  section  of 
land  (section  36) .  The  boundary  cx)ntinues  along  this  BIJVprivate  land 
interface  for  approximately  one  and  one-half  miles  and  again  rejoins  the 
uninproved  dirt  road  for  one  and  one-quarter  miles  in  the  far  northeast 
comer  of  the  VJSA.  The  northern  5-1/4  mile-long  boundary  is  a  BllVP^ivate 
land  interface. 

The  WSA  consists  of  an  old  lava  flew  with  a  prominent  butte  at  the  southern 
end  rising  approximately  five  hundred  feet  above  the  general  elevation  of 
the  surrounding  terrain.  The  ground  surface  is  rocky  and  broken  with  buttes 
and  broad  depressions  fom>ed  as  a  result  of  the  cooling  of  lava  flows. 
Vegetation  consists  of  Ceanothus,  or  buckbrush,  manzanita,  oak,  juniper. 
Digger  pine,  and  widely  scattered  Ponderosa  pine. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLEMA)  and  suitability  reccanmendations  were  analyzed  in  the 
North  Central  California  Wilderness  Final  Environmental  Inpact  Statement. 
Two  suitability  reccmmendations  were  analyzed  in  the  EIS:  an  all-wilderness 
and  a  no-wilderness  ciltemative. 



2.        REOOMMENDAnON  AND  RATIONME  - 

10,770 

acres  recxanmended  for 
wilderness 
BLM  acres  reccanmended 

for  non-wilderness 

No  wilderness  is  the  reccatimendation  for  this  WSA.  The  entire  acreage  in 
this  WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  The  all-wilderness 
alternative  is  considered  to  be  the  environmentally  preferred  alternative  as 
it  would  result  in  the  least  change  frcsn  the  natural  environment  over  the 

long  term.  Ihe  no-wilderness  alternative  will  be  inplemented  in  a  manner 
v^iich  will  use  all  practical  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental 

inpacts. 

Althou^  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  are  present  in  the  WSA,  the  values  were  not  considered 
of  hi^  enoui^  quality  to  warrant  wilderness  designation.  The  WSA  does  not 
contain  any  significant  single  feature  or  ocsnbination  of  features  such  as 
vegetation,  tcpograf^iy,  wildlife,  geology,  or  cultural  and  historic 
features.  The  lava  terrain  and  landforms  are  ccanmon  to  the  area  and  cire 

already  represented  in  other  designated  wilderness,  such  as  Lava  Beds, 
Lassen  National  Park  and  Thousand  Lakes  in  the  Lassen  National  Forest.  This 

area  does  not  stand  out  frcm  much  of  the  surrounding  area.  The  rou^ 
surface  of  the  lava  rocks  has  k^t  roads  out,  but  other  than  its  lack  of 
roads  it  is  very  similar  and  in  ccanmon  with  other  nea2±y  locations. 

The  WSA  is  mostly  natural  with  the  exception  of  minor  fuelwood  and  vehicular 
iirpacts  along  the  western  boundary  and  is  expected  to  remain  in  a  relatively 
natural  condition  regardless  of  wilderness  designation  due  to  its  ruggedness 
and  natural  inaccessibility. 

Visitor  use  is  lew  in  the  WSA  with  the  exception  of  seasonal  use  for  mule 
deer  and  upland  game  hunting  ofportunities.  The  low  visitor  use  reflects 
the  lack  of  variety  and  diversity  of  recreational  c^portunities  as  well  as 
lack  of  ̂ )ecicil  features.  Most  use  occurs  on  the  peri0iery  of  the  area 
close  to  the  access  ways.  There  is  no  recreation  use  of  the  center  of  the 
WSA,  as  it  contains  no  attraction  or  natural  corridors  such  as  stream 
channels  or  ridge  lines.  The  rough,  uneven  broken  volcanic  rock  inhibits 
hiking,  demanding  continual  direction  changes  to  avoid  dDstacles.  There  is 
approximately  one  mile  of  unmaintained  way  vAiich  will  remain  available  for 
vehicular  use. 

Resource  conflicts  were  not  a  factor  in  the  non-suitable  recosranendation. 
The  Bald  Eagle  Nest  Territory  is  currently  given  protection  by  a  resource 
management  plan  decision  and  a  habitat  management  plan. 
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TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Stucfy  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 
BLM           (surface  and  subsurface)  10,770 
Split  Estate   (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 

Private    0 
Total  10,770 

Within  Reocanmended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 
BLM           (within  WSA)  0 
BLM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BLM  Land  Recommended  for  Wilderness  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Within  Area  Not  Recoatimended  for  Wilderness                  Acres 

BLM          (surface  and  subsurface)                 10,770 
Split  Estate   (BLM  surface  only)    0 

Total  BLM  Lands  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness        10,770 

3.    CRITERIA  OONSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WILDERNESS  REOCMlENDftTIONS 

A.   Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.   Naturalness;  Ihe  VKA  is  essentially  natural  in  character. 
Several  vehicle  routes  have  been  established  by  occasional 
vehicle  use,  three  wildlife  guzzlers  (water  catchments) ,  and  a 
limited  amount  of  livestock  fencing  are  present.  None  of  these 
constitute  significant  intrusion  on  the  naturalness  of  the  area. 

2.   Solitude:  The  WSA  generally  offers  c^^X)rtunities  for  solitude. 
This  is  affected  to  a  minor  degree  in  the  northwestern  part  by 
the  proximity  of  the  si^ts  and  sounds  of  Fall  River  Mills.  The 
topograjiiy  is  broken  enou*^  and  there  is  adequate  vegetative 
screening  to  offer  the  visitor  chances  to  avoid  other  visitors. 



This  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part 
of  the  nationcil  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
operating  eureas  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  temporary  effects  on  solitude 
vAiich  are  deemed  necessary  and  acc^table  as  a  part  of  the 
defense  pr^eparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  Hunting  quality  for  deer 
and  ipland  game  is  relatively  hi^,  and  c^portunities  for  hiking 
and  primitive  cairping  exist  in  the  WSA.  The  terrain  is  ccsranon  to 
the  region  and  provides  little  recreationail  diversity.  The  low 
level  of  current  use  indicates  the  ccanmon  nature  of  the 
recreation  values. 

4.  Specicil  Features:  A  bald  eagle  nest  territory  has  been 
historically  occupied  in  the  far  northwestern  comer  of  the  WSA. 
The  nesting  pair  has  occasionally  moved  to  alternate  nestsites  on 
adjacent  private  lands  thou^  most  of  the  territory  occurs  on 
public  lands.  The  bald  eagle  is  listed  as  Federally  endangered. 
No  other  special  features  exist  within  the  WSA. 

B.   Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.   Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  by  ecosystems;  This  WSA  contains  10,770  acres  of  the 
Sierran  Forest/Western  Ponderosa  forest  cjcosystem.  The  Lava  WSA 
would  not  increase  the  diversity  of  the  types  of  ecosystems 
r^resented  in  the  NWPS.  In  addition,  this  ecosystem  is 
r^resented  by  the  6,703  acres  within  the  Pit  River  Canyon  WSA 
vAiich  have  been  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 

designation. 

TABLE  2  -  Ecosystem  Representation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas        Other  BJM  Studies 

Dcanain/Provinoe/FNV   areas   acres   areas   acres 

Nationwide 

Sierran  Forest/Western 
Ponderosa  Forest  1       815      2     28,880 

California 

Sierran  Forest/Western 
Ponderosa  Forest  1       815      2      28,880 



2.   Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 

within  a  day's  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population 
centers:  Ihe  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  six  major 
metropolitan  areas.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of 

designated  areas  and  other  BIM  study  areas  within  a  five-hour 
drive  of  the  peculation  centers. 

TABLE  3  -  Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents  of  ̂ fejor  Pcpulation  Centers 

Population 
centers 

NWPS  Areas 
areas acres 

Other  BIM  Studies 
areas   acres 

California 

Sacramento 
Pedding 
Chico 
Yuba  City 

Oregon 

Medford 

Nevada 

Reno 

46 5,001,817 87 2,479,541 
14 

1,236,503 
11 344,633 

16 1,286,873 13 430,822 
44 4,951,805 85 

2,459,500 

31 2,440,081 

21 

730,038 

39 
4,647,230 175 

6,904,809 

3.   Balancing  the  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas;  Ihere 
are  five  existing  units  of  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
System  within  50  air  miles  of  the  Lava  WSA.  Ihese  include  four 
U.S.  Forest  Service  units:  Mt.  Shasta,  Castle  Crags,  Ihousand 
Lakes,  and  Caribou;  and  one  National  Park  Service  unit;  Lassen 
Volcanic.  There  are  two  other  reccanmended  suitable  ELM  WSA's 
within  50  air  miles  of  Lava  WSA:  Pit  River  Canyon  and  Tunnison 
Mountain. 

C.   Manageabil  ity 

Ihe  Lava  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness,  although  seme  management 
prdDlems  do  exist.  Ihe  proximity  of  the  town  of  Fcill  River  Mills  to 
the  northwest  comer  of  the  WSA  adversely  affects  the  management  for 
the  wilderness  characteristic  of  solitude.  Privately  owned  lands 
between  the  Six  Mile  Hill  Road  and  the  west  boundary  of  the  VKA  are 
subdivided  and  contain  numerous  residences.  Trespass  woodcutting, 
noise,  litter,  fire  hazard,  and  other  prdDlems  associated  with 
constant  human  presence  could  adversely  affect  management  for 
wilderness  characteristics  adjacent  to  this  area. 

*Ihe  majority  of  the  VISA  is  generally  inaccessible  to  motor  vehicles 
and  unsuitable  for  other  nonconforming  uses  vAiich  would  inpair 
management  for  wilderness  characteristics. 



Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well 
as  the  wilderness  resource. 

Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  information  known  at  time  of  preliminary  suitability 
reccanmendat ion ;  A  mineral  resource  r^xjrt  (Rogers  1982)  reports 
negligible  mineral  potential  exc^jt  for  volcanic  cinders  and  lava 
rock  used  in  construction  and  for  decorative  purposes.  Ihe  true 
geothermal  potential  of  the  area  cannot  be  determined  except  by 
further  geologic  and  gec^ysical  study.  Ihe  entire  stucfy  area 
has  been  classified  by  the  U.S.  Minerals  Management  Service  as 

"prospectively  valuable  for  geothermal  steam  and  associated 
geothermal  resources."  The  geothermal  resource  potential  is 
considered  to  be  lew.  Ihe  Minerals  Management  Service  has 
further  determined  that  "the  lands  are  without  value  for  other 
leasable  minerals." 

No  kncwn  mining  activity  has  occurred  within  the  WSA.  The  1977 
Bureau  of  Mines  MIIS  data  show  no  mines  or  prospects  within  the 
WSA. 

Two  nonccnpetitive  oil  and  gas  leases  (3,640  acres)  have  been 
issued  in  the  northernmost  and  southernmost  portions  of  the  WSA. 

Five  cinder  cones  are  present  in  the  subject  area.  The  major 
uses  for  volcanic  cinders  are  for  road-base  construction  and 
lightweight  concrete  aggregate.  Minor  uses  include  decorative 
landsc^ing  and  cindering  of  roads  during  the  winter.  Sources  of 
cinders  are  abundant  in  this  region,  both  on  private  and  Federal 
lands.  The  lava  rock  in  the  WSA  could  theoretically  be  utilized 
for  decorative  or  building  purposes.  There  are,  however,  no 
indications  that  any  of  the  stone  in  the  VISA  has  been  used  for 
these  purposes.  Flat  lava  rock,  vSiich  is  considered  especially 
valuable  for  building  construction,  does  not  occur  in 
concentrated  quantities  in  the  study  area. 

2.  Summary  of  significant  new  mineral  resource  data  collected  since 
the  suitability  recommendation  vtiich  should  be  considered  in  the 
final  reccanmendat  ion:  Since  the  area  was  reccanmended  as  non- 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  there  were  no  mineral  surveys 
conducted  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  and/or  the  U.S.  Geological 

Survey.  The  current  status  of  the  two  non-corpetitive  oil  and 
gas  leases  is  that  they  have  been  terminated  due  to  noipayraent. 
There  is  one  placer  mining  claim  vy^iich  is  mostly  outside  the  WSA 
with  a  narrcw  band  extending  into  the  southwest  comer  of  the 
WSA.  No  ejqjloration  or  developanent  activity  has  ocxoirred  within 
the  WSA.  A  cinder  pit  exists  on  that  portion  of  the  claim  located 
south  of  the  road,  and  outside  the  V^A.  Interest  in  mineral 
ejqjloration  is  indicated  by  the  following  BIM  mining  claim  record 
data,  as  of  March  25,  1988  (see  Table  4) . 



Table  4  -  Mining  Claims 

NO. ACRES 
TYPE SUITABLE  NC3NSUrr. TOTAL SUlTABlii: NONSUIT. TOTAL 

Lode 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Placer 0 1 1 0 40 40 
Mill  Sitps 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total 0 1 1 0 40 40 

E.   Impacts  on  Resources 

Table  5  -  Conparative  Summary  of  the  Iirpacts  by  Alternative 

HCKSEDAZnCN 
w>wiTrFR«ES/tD  AZEEN 

ALLrWI  1 1  Hi^SS 
ATIFRWrVR 

jiipaccs  ai 
WLlriEm?FR 
\tlllPR 

Hie  ID  jxruat  oC  tiie  aiea 
that  is  amRFRiblp  to  QfJ 

WDuM  ̂ 3eriaxE  tarpcrary 

diFnf*".irrB  of  rotuEalneEB 
o^sr  mxh  of  its  gaogrcfhic 
Qdba±  fcanCH/iBB  ard  sudi 

adtivitifiB  as  tmbar  han^St- 
ing,  fuebwDod  han^stmg, 
aid  tlTe  laio^  of  flatt  IsNa 
rock.    Within  this  area,  the 

diwifl-.im  of  ratucalnEaas 

Wildf=!mFHR  v=j1i,3F¥>  vcLild  be 
well  ptetectBd  irda:  tliis 
altemcJtJMS.    rfaturalPRFF; 

ard  cjpcutTnitifs  far  fdI  i— tirip  wiild  bpi  THlrFd  en 

Ipfr  thm  1'^  arres  &nn 

da^Qqpiat:  dFsifjTed  topas- y^art  Of/  ijee  of  tte  area. 

The  liraitHl  pxi.sting  fiprr- 
tmitifF?  far  pdinit±«  and 

i,|t;rnfiriPi|?  r*^  a-ml'  i(  ii  wiild 
be  rMairHl  rid  l.li:*  j^Hiial 
fenbirfPR  of  thp  VFft  vnild  be 
eitha:  unffiFrtTrJ  er 

vnild  l:e  lelcttively  pesiiEnai: 
en  10  acres  par  yeet  firm  the 
luiLVdl  uC  £LdL  IdVd  lOLk  ard 

vculd  last  cixut  fh«  i^ars 
en  en  a^age  of  20  acres  par 
i^ar  fton  fualwcod  ard  tinba: 
liirv^stirg. 

alierued. 

Hipacts  ai  cfpattLiiitifis  for 
jDlitirfe  vnild  be  similar  to 

thnRR  dpFrribBi  trrratural- 
neas  ard  solitLde  vcuM  be 

pisarv^d  qjite  veil  en  the 
90  pF?ra±  of  the  area  that 
is  iiMij-H-iihlP!. 

' 

Cfpcrbnities  ficrpdnotis^ 
and  inccnfinBd  recreaticn  in 

the  VBA  valid  retain  cwaila- 
ble  frrthDRR  willing  to 
a^aid  the  above  nol^rBd 
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Ifebile  5  -  Q2ipB(Eati\e  SLxnrBccy  cf  the  lirpacbs  ky  AltaTHt±«  (Ctrib't^ 

ffCKEH")  ATTRN ALLrWI  1 1  FW*SS 

IDipacbs  ai 
WlldFmGEB 

\^liPR  (Otrit'd) 

disbirtaanoEB  cr  hite  iribo  the 

FRois  cf  the  VB^  that  are  in- 
amRRRihlp  tn  CHfe. 

The  gRnilrr^r  of  thp  arw  vnilrl 
n±  be  jnpacbed.    litpocbs  en 

the  C3dia:  pp=rnnl  fi=HtLce— 
the  fcEdd  eagle  nest  site— 
vcLdd  be  as  dfpscrihed  bplnw 

frrthRrt-  iFWP. 

liTFHftscn 
NtiAing 
SirrrfKcf 

It  is  prriirtTRi  that  the 

CHglfi  r«=i-iTTg  Ri+ra  will 

rwjiin  ity;  prrirtivity  vdth- 

It  is  iTTTiirtKi  thFit.  the 

its  prairtivity  vdthin 
BEud  EjglfB m  tiitee  ydurs.    ttiBcjaTei: 

af±jais  aril  as  tiiber  axi 

fueLwDod  han^stirg,  jre- 
prnbfli  himing,  flat  laa 
rock  roroal,  liimtad  CW 

iHR,  srd  pawa±irE  eETBtruc- 
tim  vnjlfi  hi^.  mly  rKjlibi- 
blfi  iiTFacts  oi  the  €arjl£s. 

timte  y;«rK. 

Hiipacbscn 
Milft  Dxr 

Ppilat-.im 

Wiriher  ard  fell  deer  prpila- 
ticns  witiiin  the  VEA  vcuM 

Rill  dnf=r  ppilat.im  le^Hs 
within  the  VGA  voild  roram 

at  200  to  500  aninals,  tiiB 
wirtiar  prpiLaticn  vn.ild 

imT«=>R  ty  fixm  two  to  fi^^ 
pJuaL  (to  a  maximin  of  620 
srd  520  dear,  regped:i\^i^ 

o^o:  the  nadt  20  i^HTS  be- 
ca.Fe  cf  pLaiTRj  "wtjFtritim 
TiFripilat.ifTB. 

roiBin  at  300  to  600. 

Jirpacts  en Iteca:PEjtacn  use  Ifm^Is  vn.ild 

roiain  at  sbait  8,700  visiter 
Ifeele^ls 

WDuL:!  OELicase  to  ajouL 
7,500  visitor  cbys  pa:  year 

hpcpir^.  cf  the  CH/  prchihi- 
ticn  vhich  vculd  be  cnly 

partially  ctfppt.  ty  the 
irLrtwaHLl  aLtrat.ticn  cf 

wilrif=mRFF;  dFKignt.iai  ard 
the  fwgilfiR. 

niiFBcbs  en 
Tmbar 
fferwf+.img 

Thae  vnilfi  bR  m=i  tinhpr 
Fnlf*  cf  c*rj.it.  1.0  Wk£  e^sry 

20i^aE5arda  fualjwxd  har- 
'v^st  cf  clxut  75  ccrds  pa: 
yxr.    M-ttrxip.  this  caild  he 

ThaE  vcxM  be  no  tmbar  cr 

fiEQwxd  har\«sting  vdthin 
theVS^ 



TSfcile  5  -  GtitpaEatL^e  SLramry  c£  the  niipacts  ky  ALtaTBt±«  (Otrt'c^ 

AllrWIIIhJ^SS 
AI'iI^H^I'IVH; 

litpacts  en 

irg  (Otrt'd) 

fi^cp\f^cTrt  tn  irriivirliF«l 
local  TFfiiciFJihF>,  it  vioM  rot 

hp  RiryiificRrt:  in  t-t^llF  rf 

Iiipdcbs  en 
the  VtIiitb 
cf  Flat  I3va 

the  local  ecciuiy. 

Axxjt  75  tens  C3f  flat  lava 
rockvculdbe  retard  each 

i^BQr.    This  vojld  not  be 
inixitat.  to  Ub  local 
eximy. 

Thece  vnild  be  no  roio^al  cf 
flat  lava  rock  &an  within 
tteWEA. 

Local  Social  and  Ecxpnomic  Considerations 

No  local  social  or  economic  considerations  were  identified  in  the 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Stat:ement.  Therefore  no  further 
discussion  of  this  topic  will  occur  in  this  document. 

Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Comments 

1.  Inventory  phase;  A  total  of  seven  written  conments  were 
received  during  t±ie  inventory  j*iase.  One  supported  the 
recommendation  of  tiie  area  as  a  WSA,  three  comments  applied 
t:o  study  pJiase  considerations,  and  three  provided  inventory 
information  v^ch  had  been  previously  considered  during  the 
inventory. 

2.  Study  phase;  The  Notice  of  Intent  to  conduct  the  wilderness 

study  was  published  in  t±ie  Federal  Register  on  December  17, 
1980.  The  public  was  also  notified  throu^  media  releases  in 
local  and  regional  newspapers  and  tiirou^  letters  to 

individuals  and  organizations  on  the  Dist:rict's  mailing  list. 

Follcwing  this  announcement,  over  700  planning  newsletters 
and  300  ccpies  of  the  Planning  Criteria  Document  were  sent  to 
the  public  at  large  requesting  ccaoranents,  concerns,  and 
identification  of  known  management  problems  and 
opportunities.  In  addition  to  public  involvement  during  the 
planning  process,  a  seeping  announcement  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  September  30,  1981. 

The  Draft  Environmental  Iropact  Stat:ement  was  filed  witii  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  in  May  1983,  and  mailed  to 
interested  organizations  and  individucils.  A  Notice  of 
Availability  appeared  in  the  Federal  Register.  No.  48,  No. 

108  on  June  3,  1983,  establishing  a  90-day  public  review 

period. 
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During  the  public  ccaranent  period  (June  3  to  S^jtember  6, 
1983)  one  formal  hearing  was  conducted  to  solicit  public 
advice  and  ccamments  regarding  the  prcposed  action  and 
alternatives. 

Ihirty-one  written  canments  were  received  and  four 
individuals  testified  at  the  public  hearing.  The  Atlantic 

Richfield  Ccannpany,  Fall  River  Big  Valley  Cattlemen's 
Association,  California  Mining  Association,  The  Minerals 
Exploration  Coalition,  and  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Conpany 
were  organizations  providing  written  cooranents  supporting  a 

non-wilderness  designation.  The  Sierra  Club,  California 
Wilderness  Coalition,  the  Wilderness  Society,  and  the 
Northeast  Califomians  for  Wilderness  presented  orcLL 
testimony,  all  of  v^ch  favored  a  wilderness  designation. 

The  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) ,  Soil  Conservation 
Service  (SCS)  and  the  State  of  California  Resources  Agency 
all  ccanmented  on  the  draft  EIS.  The  EPA  mentioned  that  water 

quality  discussion  was  minimal  v*iich  we  explained  was  due  to 
the  lack  of  any  projected  future  uses  of  the  area  that  would 
affect  water  quality.  The  SCS  mentioned  that  soils 
information  may  be  needed  if  erosion  is  a  prctolem.  We 
responded  by  pointing  out  that  there  were  no  projected 
management  actions  that  would  cause  erosion.  The  California 
Resources  Agency  mentioned  that  endangered  and  sensitive 
wildlife  species  such  as  the  Bald  Eagle  should  be  protected 
from  QXN  use.  The  BIM  responded  that  the  nest  site  is 
already  protected  from  CHV  use  by  a  RMP  management  action 
with  or  without  wilderness. 

No  ccanments  were  received  from  local  governments. 
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Yolla  Bolly 
Contiguous 

CA-030-501 





wnriA  TnTJ.v  wrmRRMESS  STOPy  AREA  (VGA) 

(CA-030-501) 

1.        THE  STUDY  AREA. 646  Acres 

The  Yolla  Bolly  WSA  is  located  in  Tehama  ODunty,  California,  approximately 
40  miles  west  of  Red  Bluff.  The  WSA  includes  646  acres  of  Bureau  of  Land 

Management  (BIM)  land.  Ttiere  are  no  private  or  State  inholdings  (see  Map  1 
and  Table  1) . 

The  WSA  is  bounded  oti  the  north  and  west  by  the  Mendocino  Nationcil  Forest 

(USES)  (the  west  boundary  of  the  WSA  a  joins  the  Yolla  Bolly-Middle  Eel 
Wilderness)  and  on  the  east  and  south  by  private  prcperty. 

The  WSA  coiprises  one  section  of  land,  sloping  sharply  to  the  east  into  the 

Cottonwood  Creek  drainage.  The  WSA  is  generally  brush-covered  with 
scattered  oak  and  digger  pine.  Due  to  its  steep  slopes,  southern  aspect, 
and  lack  of  water,  there  is  little  wildlife. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  202  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLEMA) .  Suitability  reccaranendations  were  analyzed  in  the 
Draft  and  Final  Environmental  Inpact  Statements  (EIS)  for  the  California 

Section  202  Wilderness  Study  Areas.  A  summary  of  the  area's  wilderness 
values  was  included  in  the  final  EIS.  Two  different  suitability 
reoanmendations  were  analyzed  in  the  EIS:  all  wilderness  and  no  wilderness. 

2.   REOCMMENDATTCNS/RATTONAIE 

646 

acres  reccaranended  for 
wilderness 
BIM  acres  reccanmended 

for  non-^ildemess 

No  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  this  WSA.  The  entire  acreage  in  the 
WSA  is  relecised  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  The  all-wilderness 

eiltemative  is  considered  to  be  the  environmentally-preferred  alternative  as 
it  would  result  in  the  least  change  frcan  the  natural  environment  over  the 

long  term.  The  no-^ildemess  alternative  will  be  iirplemented  in  a  manner 
v*iich  will  use  cLLl  practical  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental 
impacts. 

The  unsuitable  reocmmendation  is  based  on  the  area's  lew  wilderness  quality 
characteristics  and  lack  of  special  features.  Althou^  contiguous  with  the 

Yolla  Bolly-Middle  Eel  Wilderness,  this  WSA  would  not  corrpliment  the 
NationsLL  Wilderness  Preservation  System  (NWPS) .  In  addition,  the  present 
wilderness  boundary  generally  follcws  topographic  features.  The  WSA 
boundary  follows  prcperty  lines,  making  manageability  more  difficult. 
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TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Surmiciry  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area 

BIM         (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only) 

Inholdings 

State 
Private 
Total 

Acres 

646 

646 

Within  the  Recominended  Wilderness  Area 

ELM  (within  WSA) 
BIM  (outside  WSA) 
Split  Estate  (within  WSA) 
Split  Estate  (outside  WSA) 

TotcLL  BIM  Land  Reocgnmended  for  Wilderness 

Inholdings 

State 
Private 

Acres 

0 
0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Reocgmnended  for  Wilderness 

BIM         (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only) 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  Reccatimended  for  Wilderness 

Acres 

646 

  0 

646 

3.   CRITERIA  CX^SIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WIIDERNESS  RECOMMENDATIONS 

A.   Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness;  Ihe  eirea  shews  little  of  man's  presence.  The  only 
exception  is  a  fuelbreak  constructed  in  1976  during  a  wildfire 
v*iich  has  largely  grcwn  back.  There  has  been  no  mining  in  the 
area. 

2.  Solitude:  Ihe  WSA's  small  size  provides  limited  qfportunity  for 
solitude  unless  considered  in  conjunction  with  the  USES  Yolla 
Bolly-Middle  Eel  Wilderness  west  of  the  area.  The  lack  of  roads 
and  motorized  vehicle  activity  cLLlcws  for  undisturt)ed  use.  The 



cirea  is  generally  brush-cxivered  making  foot  access  difficult. 
There  are  no  surrounding  developments  or  ac±ivities  that  would 
detract  frcm  the  feeling  of  solitude.  While  solitude  is 
available,  it  is  not  considered  to  be  outstanding. 

Ihis  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taJcing  place  in  approved  militcury 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  Ihe  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  tenporary  effects  on  solitude 
vAiich  are  deemed  necessary  and  aoc^jtable  as  a  part  of  the 
defense  pr^)aredness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  Ihe  area  offers  traditional 
kinds  of  primitive  recreational  eJ5)erience,  but  these  eire  not 
outstanding  v^en  corpared  to  like  areas.  There  is  little  in  the 
area  to  induce  the  average  user  to  spend  much  time.  There  is  no 

permanent  water  source  and  the  area's  landscape  offers  no 
diversity. 

4.  Special  Features:  The  area  has  no  specicLL  features. 

B.   Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Reservation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.  Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as  represented 
by  ecosystems:  This  WSA  contains  646  acres  of  the  California 
Chaparral/Chaparral  ecosystem.  The  Yolla  Bolly  WSA  would  not  increase 
the  diversity  of  the  types  of  eoosysteits  in  the  NWPS. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification         NWPS  Areas        Other  ELM  Studies 

Domain/Province/FNV   areas   acres   areas   acres 

NATIONWIDE 

Calif.  Chaparral/ 
Chaparral  17     462,256      10    86,564 

CALIFORNIA 
Calif.  Chapcirral/ 
Chaparral  17     462,256      10    86,564 

2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation  within 
a  dav's  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population  centers:  The  WSA 
is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  two  major  population  centers.  Table  3 
summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  designated  areas  and  other  BUM 

stucfy  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  the  pc^xilation  centers. 



TABLE  3  -  Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents 
of  Major  Pc^xilation  Centers 

Pcspulation                NWPS  Areas            Other  BUM  Studies 
Centers   ctreas   acres   areas   acres 

California 

Chioo  16       1,286,873      13        430,822 
Redding  14       1,236,503     11        344,633 

3.   Balancincf  the  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas;  Ihere  are 
no  other  BLM  WSAs  within  50  air  miles  reocsranended  for  wilderness 

designaticxi.  The  Yolla  Bolly-^liddle  Eel  Wilderness  abuts  the  WSA  on 
the  west,  and  the  Yolla  Bolly-^liddle  Eel  North  Fork  Wilderness  is 
approximately  30  miles  to  the  west,  both  administered  by  the  USES. 

Manageability 

The  Yolla  Bolly  WSA  is  manageable  cis  wilderness.  There  is  one  fuel  break 
constructed  during  a  1976  wildfire.  While  this  fuel  break  is  naturally 
revegetating,  occasional  tre^iass  by  motorcycles  can  be  expected.     There  is 
no  grazing  within  the  WSA  and  none  is  e3q)ected  in  the  future.  The  area  is 
remote  and  little  use  is  expected. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well  as  the 
wilderness  resource. 

Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.   Summary  of  information  kncMi  at  time  of  preliminciry  nonsuitabilitv 
recommendations ;  The  energy  and  minercil  potentieil  of  the  Yolla  Bolly 
WSA  is  addressed  in  the  California  Section  202  Wilderness  Study  Areas 
EIS.  Due  to  the  fact  that  the  WSA  was  deemed  nonsuitable  in  the  EIS, 

no  BIM  Geology-Energy-Minereds  (G-E-M)  r^xDrt  was  pr^ared.  In  lieu  of 
a  G-E^  r^ort,  a  literature  search  was  made  to  verify  the  findings  of 
the  EIS. 

The  geology,  mineralization  and  lack  of  mineral  develqpment  in  this 
area  indicate  a  lew  potential  for  minercil  resources.  Geology  of  this 
section  has  been  majped  cis  the  Yolla  Bolly  and  Pickett  Peak  Terranes  of 
the  Franciscan  assemblage  of  the  northern  Coast  Range  geologic 
province.  There  is  no  evidence  of  any  significant  mineral  deposits, 
geothermal,  or  oil  and  gas  resources  in  the  WSA.  There  has  been  no 
known  ejq^loration,  develcpnent  or  production  of  mineral  resources  from 
within  the  WSA.  The  U.S.  Geological  Survey  does  not  classify  this 
land  as  being  perspectively  valuable  for  any  leasable  mineral. 



2.   Summary  of  significant  new  mineral  resource  data  collec±ed  since  the 
nonsuitability  recommendation  vdiich  should  be  considered  in  the  final 
reooanmendation :  There  were  no  mineral  surveys  conducted  by  the  U.S. 
Bureau  of  Mines  or  the  U.S.  Geologiccil  Survey.  As  of  January  13,  1988, 
BIM  mining  claim  records  indicated  that  there  were  no  mining  claims 
recorded  in  the  WSA.  As  of  February  12,  1988  there  were  no  geothermal 
or  oil  and  gas  leases  or  applications  within  the  WSA.  There  are  no 
known  saleable  mineral  dqposits  in  the  WSA.  Due  to  the  lew  potentil 
for  occurance  or  development  no  mineral  resource  potential  map  was 
pr^>ared  for  this  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Resources 

The  follcwing  table  summarizes  the  affects  on  pertinent  resources  for  clLI 
cLLtematives  considered. 

Table  4  -  Ccarparative  Summary  of  the  Iropacts  by  Alternative 

ISSUK-kKIATKI) raoposED  Acnc»i ALL-WIIDERNESS 
RESa.TRCES fNO-WILDERNESS/NO  ACYlOtf) AUL'KRNATIVE 

Iirpacts  on There  are  no  planned The  WSA  would  receive 
Wilderness management  actions  or long-term,  legislative 
Values 

projected  surface- protection  that  would 
disturbing  activities maintain  the  wilderness 

within  the  WSA.  There- values. There  are  no 

fore,  no  iirpacts  on planned  management 
wilderness  values  are actions  or  projected 
anticipated. surface-disturbing 

activities  within  the 
WSA.  Therefore,  no 

iirpacts  to  the  WSA's wilderness  values  are 
anticipated. 

Local  Social  and  Econcmic  Considerations 

No  local  social  or  economic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  final  EIS. 

Therefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  topic  will  occur  in  this  document. 

Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Ccmments 

Several  comments  were  received  during  the  inventory  phase,  stressing  the 
area's  naturalness. 

During  the  stucfy  phase,  a  public  hearing  was  held  in  Ukiah,  California  on 
December  2,  1987.  One  issue  was  identified  during  the  oral  and  written 

comments  stage  -  the  iirpact  on  wilderness  values. 

The  U.S.  Forest  Service  concurred  with  the  Bureau's  no-wilderness 
reccmmendation.  No  comments  were  received  from  local  governments. 
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1.   THE  STUDY  AREA     4,483  acres 

The  Chemise  Mountain  WSA  is  located  on  the  cocistline,  both  north  and  south 

of  the  Humboldt-Mendocino  County  line  within  the  King  Range  Nationcil 
Conservation  Area.  The  necirest  cities  are  Femdale,  forty  air  miles  north, 
Fort  Bragg,  forty  air  miles  south,  Garfcerville,  ten  air  miles  east,  and 
Shelter  Cove,  immediately  north  of  the  WSA.  The  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  is 
located  ^proximately  170  air  miles  to  the  south.  The  stucfy  area  contains 
4,143  acres  of  BIM  land,  243  acres  of  State  land,  97  acres  of  private 
property,  and  no  split  estate  inholdings  (see  M^  1  and  Table  1) . 

The  WSA's  southern  boundary  is  adjacent  to  the  Sinkyone  Wilderness  State 
Park.  The  eastern  boundary  is  Whale  Gulch  Creek,  Oiemise  Mcfuntain  Road,  and 
private  property.  The  northern  porticai  of  the  WSA  is  bcxmded  by  private  . 
land  and  Chemise  Mountain  Road,  and  the  western  boundary  is  the  Pacific 
Ocean  and  private  prcperty. 

The  tcpografiiy  is  ste^  and  rugged.  Elevation  drcps  2,600  feet  to  the  ocean 

over  about  caie-half  mile.  Major  drainages  are  Whcile  Gulch  Cteek  and  Chemise 
Creek;  both  drain  into  the  Pacific  Ocean.  The  western  slope  is  extremely 

ste^  with  Douglas-fir  grcwing  in  the  drainages  and  chaparral  cxi  the  saddles 
and  ridges.  There  are  cLLso  several  open  grassy  meadcws;  the  Icirgest,  named 
Hidden  Valley,  is  nearly  35  acres  in  size. 

In  1970,  the  U.S.  Congress  established  the  King  Range  National  Conservation 

Area,  v*iich  CCTitains  this  WSA  and  the  34,031-acre  King  Range  WSA 
(CA-050-112) .  In  1975,  the  BLM  State  Director  designated  3,941  acres  as  the 
Chemise  Mountain  WSA  a  primitive  area.  Management  direction  is  to  provide 
cpportunities  for  primitive  recreation  and  protect  outstanding  scenic 
values.  Nearly  ten  miles  of  hiking  and  horseback  riding  trails  in  the  WSA 
are  designated  a  part  of  the  National  Recreation  Trails  System.  The 
California  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  designated  the  intertidcil 

zone  of  the  WSA's  shoreline  an  Area  of  Special  Biologiceil  Significance.  The 
purpose  of  this  special  designation  is  to  protect  biologiccLL  ccanraunities  of 
such  extraordinary  value  that  no  acceptable  risk  of  change  in  their 

environments,  as  a  result  of  man's  activities,  can  be  entertained. 

As  a  consequence  of  establishing  the  Chemise  Mountain  Primitive  Area,  it  was 
autcxnatically  subject  to  wilderness  review  cis  mandated  by  Section  603  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  (FIJMA)  and  labeled  an  Instant  Study 
Area  (ISA) .  Althou^  the  Chemise  Mountain  ISA  did  not  contain  5,000  acres, 
it  was  decided  during  intensive  wilderness  inventory  that  the  ISA  together 
with  the  contiguous  land  was  of  sufficient  size  to  make  practicable  its 
preservation  eind  use  in  an  iminpaired  condition.  The  additional  542  acres 
adjacent  to,  but  outside  the  ISA  boundary,  were  included  in  the  wilderness 



stuc^  process  as  authorized  in  Secticai  202  of  FLEMA.  A  forty-acre  parcel 
inside  the  ISA  boundary  was  acquired  by  BIM  in  1985  and  was  also  studied 
under  Section  202. 

IWo  suitability  reccsnranendations  were  analyzed  in  the  Draft  EIS.  A  particd- 
wildemess  reccgranendation  Wcis  considered  but  drc^^ped  frcm  further  analysis 
because  the  Chemise  Mountain  WSA's  size  eind  lack  of  resource  conflicts  made 
such  an  alternative  irapracticcLL  and  unnecessary.  The  Fined  EIS  analyzed  the 
same  two  suitability  reccmmendations:  no  wilderness  (the  District  Advisory 
Council  reocanmendation)  and  all  wilderness. 

2.   REOCMMENDftnON  AND  RATIO^AIE 4,143   acres  reccmmended  for 
wilderness 

0    BLM  acres  reccsnmvended 

for  non-wilderness 

All  wilderness  is  the  reocramendation  for  this  WSA.  This  is  considered  to  be 

the  environmentally-preferable  alternative  as  it  would  result  in  the  least 
change  to  the  natural  environment  over  the  long-term.  In  all,  a  total  of 
4,143  acres  are  reccaranended  for  inclusion  in  the  National  Wilderness 
Preservation  System  (NWPS) . 

Ihe  rationale  for  selecting  this  all-wilderness  reccramendation  is:  1)  the 
area  contains  outstanding  wilderness  values  and  specicil  features;  2) 
inclusion  of  the  WSA  in  the  NWPS  would  provide  an  opportunity  for  a  broad 
spectrum  of  people  to  have  wilderness  esq^eriences  because  of  its  convenient 
location;  3)  there  are  no  resource  conflicts  with  wilderness  designation; 
4)  the  cirea  is  manageable  as  wilderness;  5)  wilderness  designation  of  this 
WSA  would  ejqjand  the  diversity  within  the  NWPS. 

Ihe  WSA  has  retained  an  outstanding  primitive  character  vdiich  exenplifies 
the  qucilities  described  in  the  definition  of  wilderness  contained  in  Section 

2(c)  of  the  1964  Wilderness  Act.  Ihe  western  slope  and  north-south 
ridgeline  near  Chemise  Mountain  shew  very  little  sign  of  being  disturbed  by 
man  and  have  retained  their  primeval  character  and  influence.  The  area  has 
recovered  frcm  the  substantial  iropacts  that  occurred  in  1973  from  the  use  of 
heavy  mechaniccLl  equipment  to  si:?3press  an  uncontrolled  wildfire.  An 
extensive  trail  system  provides  an  outstanding  challenge  and  unique 
experience  for  hikers,  backpackers  and  horseback  riders.  Travel  throu^  the 
corplex  variations  of  vegetation  and  terrain  requires  physical  stamina  and 
coordination,  and  ccmopetence  with  good  judgement.  Visitors  have  outstanding 

cpportunities  to  find  secluded  places,  especiailly  in  the  old-grcwth 
Douglas-fir  forests  next  to  the  WSA's  southern  boundary  and  in  the  inner 
gorge  of  the  western  slope  drainages.  Ihe  new  north-south  ridgeline  trail 
extension  will  add  significantly  to  both  the  quantity  and  quality  of  back- 
ccuntry  recreational  c^jportunities  because  this  BIM  trail  will  link  up  to 
the  Sinkyone  Wilderness  State  Park  trail  system  and  double  the  mileage  of 
uninterrupted  wilderness  travel. 

Wilderness  designation  of  this  WSA  would  ootplement  current  management 
objectives  and  planned  actions  outlined  in  the  1974  King  Range  Nationcil 
Conservation  Area  Management  Program  as  well  as  recently  developed  resource 



specific  activity  plems.  All  existing  short-term  uses  and  management 
directiCTi  would  oc»Ttinue  in  the  same  manner  and  degree  becaijse  the  WSA  is 
currently  being  managed  as  a  primitive  area;  the  objectives  of  vAiich  are 
almost  identiceil  to  those  of  a  wilderness  cirea. 

TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Stuc^  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area 

BIM         (surface  eind  subsurface) 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  oiLy) 

Iriholdinas 

State 
Private 
Total 

Acres 

4,143 0 

243 

  97 

4,483 

Within  the  Recoaonanended  Wilderness  Boundary 

BLM  (within  WSA) 
BIM  (outside  WSA) 
Split  Estate  (within  WSA) 
Split  Estate  (outside  WSA) 

Total  BIM  Land  Reconmended  for  Wilderness 

Inholdinqs 

State 
Private 

Acres 

4,143 0 
0 
0 

4,143 

Within  the  Area  Not  Reoommended  for  Wilderness Acres 

BIM         (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only) 

Total  BIM  land  Not  Reconmended  for  Wilderness 

0 
0 
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3.   CRITERIA  OC^SIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WILDEE^NESS  REOCMMENDftnO^S 

A.   Wilderness  Cliaracteristics 

1.  Naturalness;  The  WSA  retains  its  natural  compearance.  The  rugged 
topogrc^y  in  cxaribination  with  diverse  vegetaticai  creates  a 

primeval  environment.  Man's  imprint  cxi  the  landscape  of  the  WSA 
is  noticeable  for  ̂ proximately  a  mile  cdong  the  north-south  ridge 
and  along  a  few  east-west  trending  ridges  due  to  the  ocxistructicHi 
of  firebrea3cs  in  1973.  Overeill,  these  intrusions  are 
substanticLLly  unnoticeable  because  rc^id  revegetatiai  heis 
occurred.  Within  a  decade  it  will  be  difficult  to  tell  v*iether 

mechanical  equipment  was  ever  used  for  fire  suppression  in  this 
WSA.  ^proximately  twenty  acres  in  the  northern  portiCTi  of  the 
area  were  logged  about  twenty  years  ago,  but  the  screening  from 
thick  vegetation  substcintially  diminishes  the  iirpact  from  this 
intrusion.  Hiking  and  horseback  trails  have  been  constructed 

thrcu^out  the  area,  and  these  develcpments  enhance  man's  use  cund 
enjoyment  of  the  WSA  without  degrading  its  naturcil  conditicxi. 

2.  Solitude:  Ihe  ste^  canyons  and  ocean  beaches  provide 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude.  Visitors  can  experience 
both  the  intimacy  of  small,  ste^,  narrcw  drainages  and  canycxis 
and  the  vastness  and  great  esqjanse  of  the  ocean.  Views  of  the 
Pacific  Ocean  and  to  the  south  into  the  Sinkyone  Wilderness  State 
Park  enhance  cpportunities  to  esq^erience  both  solitude  and 
spaciousness. 

Visitation  to  this  WSA  is  moderate  at  present,  and  anticipated  to 
increase  about  ten  percent  per  year  for  the  next  fifteen  years. 
Recent  trail  extensions  and  new  trail  development  will  edlcw 
visitors  to  disperse  into  more  remote  cireas,  thus  creating  greater 
cpportunities  for  solitude. 

This  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  apprtjved  militeiry 
operating  cireas  and  fli^t  corridors.  Ihe  visual  intrusicxis  cind 
cissociated  noise  create  periodic  teirporciry  effects  on  solitude 
vdiich  are  deemed  necessary  and  acc^^table  eis  a  part  of  the 
defense  preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  IfrKxmfined  Recreation;  CXitstanding  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unoonf ined  types  of  recreation  exist  in  this 
WSA,  due  to  the  diversity  in  the  number  of  activities  emd  becaiise 
severed  of  them  have  outstanding  qualities  vdien  considered  adone. 
Exaiiples  of  these  primitive  and  unconf  ined  types  of  recreatiancLl 
activities  are;  hiking,  backpacking,  carping,  fishing,  hunting, 
horseback  riding,  photography,  bird  watching,  and  si^tseeing  for 
botanical,  zoological,  or  geologiced  features.  The  new  trail 
extension  cilong  the  ridge  south  of  Chemise  Mountain  would 
substantially  increase  overall  visitor  use  because  the  trail  would 
disperse  hikers  toward  the  Sinkyone  Wilderness  State  Pcirk. 



4.   Specicil  Features;  Scenic  qualities  are  outstanding  in  this  area. 

Ihe  abn^jt  rise  of  topography  is  rarely  surpassed  on  California's 
rugged  coast  and  is  seldcm  found  in  other  parts  of  the  world. 
Viewing  the  natural  landscape  as  it  meets  the  ocean  is  a  unique 
experience  for  most  users  since  there  are  few  coastal  lands  left 
undeveloped  in  CcLLifomia.  Rare  animsLLs  such  as  the  CcuLifomia 
Brcwn  Pelican  and  beild  eagle  are  known  to  visit  the  area.  Recent 
intensive  archaeologiccLL  surveys  have  located  several  inportant 
cultural  sites  within  and  near  the  WSA.  These  sites  may  be 
significant  enou^  to  be  eligible  for  ncmination  to  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places.  The  Roosevelt  Elk  is  being 
reintroduced  in  this  area. 

B.   Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.   Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 

r^resented  by  ecosystems;  This  WSA  contains  4,143  acres  of  the 
Pacific  Forest/Mixed  Evergreen  ecosystem.  Addition  of  this  WSA 
would  expand  the  diversil^  within  the  NWPS  because  there  are 
currently  no  coastal  wilderness  areas  ccanoposed  of  mixed  evergreen 

forests  oanbined  with  a  coastal  prairie-scrub  mosaic.  The  area  is 
one  of  the  few  remaining  extensive  stretches  of  unroaded  coastline 
in  the  Ifriited  States  that  offer  outstanding  qfportunities  for  a 
siperior  bacJq>acking  experience. 

TABLE  2  -  Ecosystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas      Other  BIM  Studies 
Dcanain/Provinoe/RJV   areas   acres   arects   acres 

NATIONWIDE 

Pacific  Forest/California  Mixed     5      433,107    2      36,532 
Evergreen 

CAUFORNIA 

Pacific  Forest/California  Mixed     4       45,074    2      36,532 
Evergreen 

2.   Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation  within 

a  day's  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population  centers;  The  WSA 
is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  two  major  population  centers.  Table  3 
summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  designated  areas  and  other  BIM 

study  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  the  population  centers. 



NWPS  areas 
areas    acres 

Other  BIM  Studies 
areas    acres 

14 10 
1,236,503 

888,579 
11 

12 

344,633 
134,167 

TABLE  3  -  Wilderness  O^XDrtunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Population  Centers 

Population 
Centers   

California 

Redding 

Santa  Rosa-Petaluma 

3.   Balancing  the  aeocrratAiic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas;  There 

are  two  designated  wilderness  areas  within  fifty  air  miles  of  this 

WSA.  Ihey  include  the  Yolla  Bolly-^liddle  Eel  Wilderness  and  the 
North  Fork  Wilderness,  both  managed  by  the  Forest  Service.  The 
King  Range  WSA  lies  two  miles  to  the  north  and  is  reccanmended  for 

63%  particd-wildemess. 

C.  Manageability 

The  entire  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  There  are  no  resource 
conflicts  or  nonconforming  uses  within  the  Chemise  Mountain  WSA  that 

would  have  an  iirpact  on  preserving  the  area's  wilderness  character. 
The  WSA  could  be  managed  as  wilderness  over  the  long-term  based  on 
present  knowledge  of  the  resources  and  potential  visitor  use. 

Manageability  is  enhanced  because  the  WSA's  boundary  is  clearly  defined 
by  ftiysical  features:  the  Pacific  Ocean,  Whale  Gulch  Creek,  Chemise 
Mountain  Road  and  Shelter  Cove  Road. 

Militciry  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well 
as  the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Enercfv  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.   Summary  of  information  known  at  time  of  preliminary  suitability 
reccmmendat ion :  The  geology  and  mineralization  of  the  Chemise 
Mountain  WSA  is  described  in  the  Unit  Resource  Analysis  (URA) 
bcised  on  data  in  Mineral  Resource  Inventory  (MRI)  files  for  the 
BLM  East  Mendocino  Planning  Unit.  The  MRI  data  in  the  Affected 
Environment  section  of  the  Chemise  Mountain  Wilderness  Final  EIS 

of  1988  indicated  that  the  WSA  has  a  lew  potential  for  the 

occurrence  of  energy-related  and  metallic  mineral  resources. 
There  cire  no  patented  or  unpatented  mining  claims  in  the  WSA.  No 
oil  and  gas  se^36  or  coal  seams  were  detected  in  the  WSA.  The 
geothermal  resource  potential  of  the  area  is  also  lew.  No  mineral 
material  sites  exist  in  the  area,  nor  are  there  any  sodium  or 
potassium  leases.  The  WSA  has  a  lew  potential  for  the  occurrence 
of  uranium,  thorium  and  nonmetallic  minercil  resources. 



Minor  manganese  resources  occxir  two  miles  outside  the  WSA  near 

Queen's  Peak.  Fourteen  lode  claims  were  filed  for  this  site  in 
1982.  The  known  deposits  are  too  small  and  the  manganese  too  low 
in  concentration  for  further  economic  e3q)loitation.  Similar 
manganese  mineralization  may  be  within  the  belt  of  melange  that 
extends  into  the  WSA,  but  economic  deposits  are  unlikely. 

Althou^  there  has  been  historical  exploration  of  both  base  and 
precious  metals  north  of  the  WSA  in  the  Mattole  River  drainage, 
geologic  and  geochemiccil  field  data  indicate  almost  no  gold 
potential  and  lew  potentials  for  lead,  zinc,  copper,  and  silver. 

One  hi^-grade  vein  and  several  minor  veins  containing  lead,  zinc, 
cqpper  and  silver  were  discovered  at  Shelter  Cove,  less  than  two 
air  miles  northwest  of  the  WSA. 

The  WSA  was  identified  by  the  California  Energy  Ccanmission  as 
having  limited  potential  for  wind  energy  develcprtent.  There  are 
no  leases  at  the  present  time.  The  area  is  unlikely  to  be 
considered  a  prime  resource  for  development  in  the  near  future  due 
to  the  limited  geographic  extent  of  the  resource  and  geogra^iic 
isolation. 

2.   Summary  of  significant  new  mineral  resource  data  collected  since 
the  nonsuitability  reccanmendation.  vdiich  should  be  considered  in 
the  final  reccartimendation:  The  Chemise  Mountain  WSA  became  an 

Instant  Study  Area  as  mandated  by  section  603  of  FLFMA  and  cis  such 
was  the  subject  of  a  mineral  survey  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines 
and  U.S.  Geological  Survey.  The  results  of  the  minercil  survey 

were  published  in  1980  (MF  1196  A-C  and  Open  File  Report  80-815) 
and  included  in  BIM's  preliminary  analysis  and  reccanmendations. 

Impacts  on  Resources 

The  following  ccsonparative  inpact  table  sumnarizes  the  effects  on 
pertinent  resources  for  all  the  alternatives  considered,  including 
designation  or  nondesignation  of  the  entire  WSA  as  wilderness. 



TABLE  4  -  Ccaooparative  Summary  of  the  Inpacts  by  Alternative 

ISSUE-REIATED 
RESOURCES 

F5«DP0SED  ACTION 

(NO-WIIDERNESS/NO  kCTlOti) 

ALL-WIIDERNESS 
ALTERNATIVE 

Inpact  on 
Wilderness 
Values 

Ihe  area's  wilderness  values 
would  be  retained. 

Ihe  area's  Primitive  Area  de- 
signation would  be  maintained 

and  it's  wilderness  values 
retained. 

Inpact  on 
Reintro- 
duction  and 

Management 
of  Roosevelt 

Iirpact  on  the  reintroduction 
of  elk  would  be  negligible. 
A  minor  positive  inpact  frcan 
prescribed  burning  would  be 

partially  offset  by  minor  dis- 

Iitpacts  would  be  the  same  as 
that  for  the  Prcposed  Action. 

Table  4  -  Coarparative  Summary  of  the  Iirpacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

Elk          turbanoe  to  elk  resulting  from 
increased  visitor  use  to  the 
area.    

Local  Social  and  Economic  Considerations 

No  local  social  or  economic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  Final 

EIS.  Therefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  tcpic  will  occur  in  this 
document. 

Summary  of  VBA  -  Specific  Public  Comments 

Public  involvement  has  occurred  throu<^out  the  wilderness  review 
process.  Certain  ccraments  received  during  the  Inventory  and  Stucty 
Hiases,  and  in  the  Draft  EIS  were  used  to  develqp  significant  issue 
topics,  various  ciltematives  and  finally,  to  reccatimend  that  the  entire 
WSA  be  designated  a  wilderness  area. 

A  total  of  515  written  and  oral  ccmments  were  received  during  the 
formal  public  review  period.  Over  90  percent  of  the  ccmments  supported 
wilderness  designation  of  this  WSA.  Only  seven  ccmmenters  recommended 

no-wilderness.  Ihe  most  frequently  mentioned  item  of  concern  was  the 
need  to  protect  the  natural  values  of  the  few  remaining  roadless  arecis 
adjacent  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  Fifty  letters  identified  the  Sinkyone 
Wilderness  State  Park  cis  an  important  factor  in  justifying  v*iy  the 
Chemise  Mountain  WSA  should  be  designated  wilderness.  Several 
respondents  argued  that  BIM  should  not  equate  administrative  protection 
of  the  area  because  of  its  Primitive  Area  designation  with 
Congressional  designation  as  a  wilderness  area. 

Resource  management  issues  mentioned  most  often  were:  wildlife  (40 
percent) ;  fisheries  (26  percent) ;  and  vehicle  access  (44  percent) . 
Less  than  five  percent  of  the  total  number  of  comments  received 
identified  any  need  for  a  more  detailed  analysis  of  the  environmental 

inpacts  on  the  WSA's  resource  Vcilues. 



The  Ukiah  District  Advisory  Council  ^spointed  a  Technical  Review  Team 
to  study  wilderness  issues  in  detail  because  of  the  many  concerns  and 
controversies  ej^ressed  by  the  general  public,  specicil  interest  groi^ 

and  govemrnent  agencies.  Ihe  CJouncil,  after  reviewing  the  TRT's 
r^xDrt,  recommended  that  the  WSA  not  be  designated  a  wilderness  area. 

The  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  classified  the  Draft  EIS  as 
category  ID,  Lack  of  CSojections.  Concern  about  mineral  resources  was 
expressed  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines.  They  eirphasized  that  mineral 
d^xjsits  of  economic  value  may  be  found  in  areas  of  low  potential. 
The  U.S.  D^}t.  of  Air  Force  is  generally  supportive  of  wilderness 
designation  provided  that  no  restrictions  are  placed  on  essential 
military  overfli^ts.  The  major  concern  e^q^ressed  hy  the  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  was  the  assurance  that  salmon  and  steelhead  habitat  on 

the  west-slcpe  coastal  streams  be  protected. 

California  Assemblyman  Dan  Hauser  had  no  comment  on  this  WSA.  The 
California  Coastal  Ccaranission  said  BIM  should  prepare  and  submit  a 
consistency  determination  for  those  actions  specified  in  the  EIS  vdiich 
may  have  a  direct  effect  on  the  coastal  zone.  The  potential  for 
develqping  wind  energy  under  wilderness  was  a  concern  of  the  California 
Energy  Commission.  The  California  Department  of  Forestry  and  Fire 
Protection  was  concerned  about  its  firefi^ting  capabilities  and 
limitations  in  areas  recommended  for  wilderness  designation,  especially 
v*ien  residential  communities  are  located  nearby.  The  safety  of  these 

residents  could  be  conpromised  by  BIM's  restrictions  placed  on  the  use 
of  mechanical  equipment.  The  Humboldt  County  Board  of  Supervisors 
supported  the  wilderness  alternative,  and  expressed  the  need  to  allcw 
f irefighting  techniques  that  prevent  the  spread  of  uncontrolled  fires 
into  nearby  communities  such  as  Shelter  Cove  and  Whale  Gulch. 
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1.   THE  SIUDY  AREA     34,033  acres 

The  King  Range  WSA  is  Icxated  on  the  southern  coast  of  Humboldt  County, 
California  within  the  King  Range  National  COTiservation  Area  (see  M^  1) . 
The  nearest  cities  are  Femdale,  25  miles  to  the  north.  Fort  Bragg,  45  miles 
to  the  south,  and  Garfcerville,  10  miles  to  the  east.  The  San  Francisco  Bay 
Area  is  approximately  175  miles  to  the  south.  Ihe  study  area  contains 
33,485  acres  of  BIM  land,  and  548  acres  of  private  inholdings  (see  Table  1). 

Ihe  western  boundary  follcws  the  mean  hi<^  tide  line  of  the  Pacific  Ocean. 
The  southern  boundary  is  formed  by  Kaluna  Cliff  Road,  just  north  of  the 
ccmiraunity  of  Shelter  Cove.  Heading  north  cLLong  the  main  ridgeline,  the  WSA 
boundary  follcws  Horse  Mountain  Road  for  four  miles  and  Saddle  Mountain  Road 
for  three  miles.  It  then  drc^Ds  dcwnhill  on  the  eastern  slope  along  Horse 
Pasture  Ridge  Road  and  parallels  the  first  seven  miles  of  the  King  Range 
Road.  Ihe  boundary  is  located  on  Bearwallcw  Ridge,  paralleling  the  King 

Range  Road  a  half-mile  to  the  east.  From  Bearwallcw  Ridge,  the  boundary 
line  extends  dcwnhill  into  Honeydew  Creek  and  ties  in  with  the  Smith-Etter 
Road.   Heading  westerly  along  the  Smith-Etter  Road  for  three  miles,  the 
boundary  then  makes  a  northerly  turn  cilong  Fiddle  Prairie,  Moorehead  Ridge 

and  Cooskie  Ridge.  It  follows  the  Cooskie  Creek  Road  for  its  full  five-mile 
length,  Jdinny  Jack  Ridge  Road  for  three  miles  and  turns  northerly  along  the 
Conservation  Area  boundary  for  two  miles  v^ere  it  intersects  with  Prosper 
Ridge  Road.  Ihe  boundary  extends  dcwn  this  road  for  nearly  three  miles  and 
reaches  its  northernmost  point  at  the  Mattole  River  estuary  and  campground. 

Ihe  WSA  contains  a  unique  and  diverse  landscape.  Ihe  22  miles  of  remote, 
unroaded  and  undeveloped  coastline,  and  the  King  Range  Mountains  on  the  east 
are  the  two  most  prominent  physiographic  features  of  the  area.  King  Range 
Peak  towers  4,087  feet  above  the  coastline.  Ihe  WSA  is  very  ste^  and 
rugged  with  many  short,  ste^  streams  running  to  the  ocean.  Ihe  abundant 
rainfall  often  causes  the  soils  to  slump,  resulting  in  natural  but  severe 
landslides.  Streams  branch  in  a  dendritic  pattern  creating  narrow,  short 
ridges  and  ste^  canyons.  Ihe  eastern  slopes  of  the  range,  v*iile  also  ste^ 
and  rugged,  are  not  as  severe  as  the  western  side.  Streams  such  as  Honeydew 

Creek  drain  less  abn^ittly  into  the  northerly  flowing  Mattole  River.  West- 
facing  slopes  south  of  the  Smith-Etter  Road  cire  densely  covered  with  brush. 
Stands  of  timber  cire  generally  found  on  north- facing  slopes  near  drainages. 
Grassy  areas  are  found  on  the  hillsides  of  the  northern  portion  of  the  WSA 
and  along  the  shoreline  at  Big  Flat  and  Spanish  Flat. 

Numerous  special  designations  overlay  the  King  Range  WSA.  In  1970,  Congress 

designated  the  King  Range  the  U.S.  's  first  National  Conservation  Area 
(Public  Law  91-476) .  Nearly  15  miles  of  hiking  and  horseback  riding  trails 
traverse  the  main  ridgeline  near  King's  Peak  and  are  designated  a  part  of 



the  National  Recareation  Trails  System.  Humboldt  County  has  designated  the 

WSA's  22-mile  shoreline  the  Coasteil  Trail.  Ihe  intertidal  zone  along  the 
coastline  of  the  WSA  was  designated  by  the  California  Water  Resources 
Control  Board  cis  an  Area  of  Special  Biologiceil  Significance.  Ihe 
decommissioned  Punta  Gorda  Li^thouse,  located  three  miles  south  of  the 
Mattole  River  Estuary,  is  listed  on  the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places.  Its  designation,  hcwever,  was  precluded  due  to  insufficient 
baseline  data.  Ihe  rocks  and  islands  cLLong  the  California  Coast  are  managed 
under  a  Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  ELM  and  the  California 
D^jartment  of  Fish  and  Game. 

Five  coastal  tracts  of  private  land  totalling  196  acres  have  been  acquired 
within  the  area  reocinmended  suitable  since  the  ccnpletion  of  the  Fined 
Intensive  Inventory  in  1979.  Ihey  were  included  for  analysis  in  the  Final 
EIS. 

Ihe  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLFMA) .  Five  suitability  recommendations  were  analyzed  in 
the  Draft  EIS.  Four  suitability  reccmmendations  were  analyzed  in  the  Final 

EIS:  no  wilderness,  all  wilderness,  a  partial^wildemess  recommendation  in 
v*iich  65%  of  the  VGA  would  be  designated  wilderness,  and  a  District  Advisory 
Council  recommendation  of  40%  wilderness. 

2.   RECOMMENDATION  AND  RATIONAIE 
20,517 

13,237 

acres  recommended  for 

wilderness 
ELM  acres  recommended 
for  non-wilderness 

Sixty-five  percent  partial  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  this  WSA. 
13,237  acres  in  this  WSA  are  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  In 
addition  to  the  Federal  acreage  recommended  for  wilderness,  BIM  recommends 
that  269  acres  of  private  land  be  acquired  throu^  exchange,  purchase  or 
condemnation  if  private  use  will  be  incompatible  with  the  King  Range 
Management  Plan.  With  acquisition  of  these  inholdings,  a  total  of  20,517 
acres  would  ultimately  become  wilderness,  .^pendix  1  lists  all  inholdings 
and  provides  additional  information  on  their  acquisition. 

Ihe  cill-wildemess  alternative  is  considered  to  be  the  environmentally- 
preferred  alternative  as  it  would  result  in  the  least  change  from  the 

natural  environment  over  the  long-term.  Ihis  alternative  will  be 
iirplemented  in  a  manner  v^ch  will  use  all  practical  means  to  avoid  or 
minimize  environmental  inpacts.  Ihe  rationale  for  selecting  this  63  percent 

E>artial-wildemess  recommendation  is:  1)  the  lands  prcposed  for  wilderness 
designation  contain  outstanding  wilderness  veilues;  2)  the  area's  most 
significant  wilderness  values,  including  16.5  miles  of  unroaded  shoreline, 
would  be  preserved  and  protected;  3)  wilderness  designation  of  the 
recommended  portion  of  the  WSA  would  have  minimal  conflicts  with  other 
resource  uses;  4)  manageability  prctolems  would  occur  less  frequently,  with 
less  magnitude  and  would  be  easier  to  solve  because  the  recommended 
wilderness  boundary  follows  major  physiographic  features;  and,  5)  the 
recommendation  is  consistent  with  management  objectives  outlined  in  the  1974 
King  Range  National  Conservation  Area  Management  Program. 



Ihe  lands  reccnimended  for  wilderness  designation  possess  an  outstanding 
primitive  character  v«diich  exenplifies  the  qualities  described  in  the 
definition  of  wildeimess  contained  in  Section  2(c)  of  the  1964  Wilderness 

Act.  Ihe  western  slope,  both  north  and  south  of  King's  Peak  is  untrainmeled 
by  man  and  retains  its  primeval  character  and  influence.  The  extensive 
trail  system  provides  an  outstanding  challenge  and  unique  ej^jerience  for 
hikers,  bacJqjackers  and  horseback  riders.  Evidence  of  previous  visitors, 

and  indeed  of  one's  cwn  passage,  may  be  <±)literated  within  minutes  by  heavy 
winds,  rainstorms  and  violent  and  unpredictable  ocean  waves.  1cm  visitation 
and  the  screening  effect  of  the  de^  canyons,  hi^  mountains  and  dense 
vegetation  ensure  continued  exceptional  opportunities  for  seclusion. 
Excellent  scenic  views  of  the  unique  and  dynamic  shoreline  found  at  few 

other  places  in  the  Continental  Iftiited  States  contribute  to  the  area's 
attractiveness. 

The  suitability  recommendation  will  preclude  any  further  vehicular  use  of 
approximately  21  miles  of  primitive  access  routes  of  travel.  Public  use  of 

the  Smith-Etter  travel  route  proposed  in  the  Final  EIS  was  to  be  k^jt  cpen 
and  maintained  as  a  road  to  a  point  one-third  mile  from  the  beach.  It  will 
new  remain  closed  to  cill  public  vehicle  use  frcm  it's  intersection  with 
Telegraph  Ridge  Road  to  the  Beach.  Private  inholders  will  be  permitted 
vehicle  access  to  their  prcperty  by  way  of  this  travel  route,  consistent 
with  historiccil  use. 

Neeirly  all  of  the  boundary  of  the  area  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  follows  major  physiogra^iic  features.  This  enhances  the 
effectiveness  of  management  actions  designed  to  protect  the  wilderness 
resource.  Sea  Lion  Gulch,  the  northern  boundary  of  the  recommended 
wildeimess  area,  is  the  most  effective  natural  barrier  to  vehicle  access 
along  the  entire  WSA  shoreline.  Ihe  large  boulders  prevent  ORVs  from 
travelling  south  into  the  suitable  area.  North  of  Sea  Lion  Gulch,  vAiich  is 

Ccilled  Parcel  A  and  recommended  nonsuitable  as  wilderness,  man-made 
landscape  changes  and  develcpnents  have  detracted  from  the  area's  natural 
condition.  Ihese  include  four  cabins,  one  bam,  three  corrals,  five 
concrete  stock  tanks,  four  range  utilization  cages,  four  small  exclosures, 
ajproximately  seven  miles  of  fence  and  nearly  six  miles  of  abandoned  ranch 
road,  cLll  of  v*iich  are  associated  with  cattle  grazing  cperations.  Ihe 
continual  si^ts  and  sounds  of  vehicles  that  are  necessary  to  maintain  these 
range  iirprovements,  as  well  as  to  access  a  private  inholding  at  the  mouth  of 
Four  Mile  Creek,  have  also  resulted  in  a  landscape  that  appears  unnaturcd 
and  noticeable  throu^out  Parcel  A. 

Ihe  eastern  slope  of  the  WSA,  called  Parcel  B,  is  recommended  nonsuitable  as 
wilderness.  Althou^  the  area  does  contain  special  features  such  as  the 

old-growth  Douglas-fir  forest  v*iich  is  habitat  for  severed  relatively 
uncommon  birds  such  as  the  spotted  owl,  it  is  not  as  unique  and  spectacular 

as  the  WSA's  western  slope  and  shoreline  influence.  Ihe  imprints  of  man  in 
Parcel  B  are  more  visible  than  those  with  the  ;. :  j  recommended  suitable. 

Ihis  is  apparent  if  one  hikes  along  the  old,  .bancioned  logging  and  ranch 
roads  that  extend  south  from  the  Smith-Etter  Road. 



The  si^ts  and  sounds  of  man  are  obvious  and  ocaitinuous  in  Parcel  B  because 
of  the  human  activities  occurring  just  one  mile  east  in  the  relatively 
populated  area  cm  Wilder  Ridge.  The  noises  from  mechanical  equipment  used 
for  road  constr\ictiOTi  and  maintenance,  timber  harvest,  hcrae  construction  and 
transportation  make  it  difficult  to  find  secluded  places  and  detract  from 
the  primitive  setting. 

The  southernmost  portion  of  the  WSA,  called  Pctroel  C,  is  eilso  reccramended 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation.  The  ratiCTiale  centers  on  the 
existence  of  five  private  inholdings  totalling  c^proximately  240  acres.  TVro 
of  these  parcels  contain  residenticil  dwellings  with  nectrtoy  develcpnents  such 
as  springs,  water  holding  tanks,  fences,  landsc^)ed  gardens  and  a  network  of 

4WD  access  routes.  These  land  inprovements  negatively  inpact  the  area's 
naturcil  condition  and  eire  visible  frcm  eilmost  any^Aiere  in  Parcel  C.  The  use 
of  vehicles  for  reasonable  access  to  these  private  lands  is  appropriate  in 
this  area  and  would  conflict  with  wilderness  management. 

As  prescribed  in  the  1974  King  Range  Management  Program,  the  beach  zone 

within  Parcel  C  is  designated  "cpen"  to  CWVs.  Primitive  recreation 
activities  are  negatively  inpacted  by  the  si^ts  and  sounds  of  the  ATVs  that 
are  found  here. 

Within  the  unsuitable  portions  of  the  King  Range  WSA  (Parcels  A,  B  and  C) , 
there  are  approximately  16  miles  of  routes  of  travel  including  primitive 
ways,  washes  and  other  unmaintained  routes  of  access  vdiich  will  remain 
available  for  vehicular  use. 







TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Stucfy  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 

BIM         (surface  and  subsurface)  33,485 
Split  Estate  (BLM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdinqs 

State  0 
Private  548 

Total  34,033 

Within  the  Recommended  Wilderness  Boundary 
Acres 

BIM           (within  WSA)  20,248 

BIM          (outside  WSA)  *            0 
Split  Estate   (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Reocsranended  for  Wilderness  20,248 

Inholdinqs 

State 

Private  ̂   269 

Within  the  Area  Not  Reccmimended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BIM         (surface  and  subsurface)  13,237 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness  13,237 

^  i^pendix  1  is  a  detailed  description  of  ihholdings  and  split  estate  tracts 
included  within  the  study.  For  purposes  of  this  rqport,  split  estate  lands  are 

defined  only  as  those  lands  with  Federal  surface  and  non-Federcil  subsurface 
(minerals) .  T arris  that  have  Federal  minerals  but  non-Federal  surface  should  be 
classified  in  this  r^»rt  by  the  cwner  of  the  surface  estate. 



3.   CKCTERIA  OC^SIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  TOE  WIIDERNESS  REODMMEND^TIONS 

A.   Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness:  The  portion  of  the  WSA  reccxnmended  for  wilderness  is 
essentially  untrainmeled  by  man.  Signs  of  man  on  the  upper  slcpes 
and  ridges  in  this  area  include  an  old  timber  harvest  qperation 
covering  about  20  acres  and  approximately  two  miles  of  firebrea]cs 

just  south  of  King's  Peak.  These  intrusions  are  substantially 
unnoticeable. 

The  Federcil  lands  from  Spanish  Flat  to  Sea  Lion  Gulch  and  i:^  to 
Cooskie  Ridge  are  grazed  by  cattle  on  a  seasonal  basis. 
Improvements  related  to  this  activity  include  ajproximately  three 
miles  of  fence,  three  water  troo^is,  10  utilization  cages  and  10 
small  enclosures.  These  develcpnents,  along  with  the  presence  of 

cattle,  have  sli^tly  reduced  the  quality  of  the  suitable  area's 
natuTcilness. 

On  private  lands  within  the  suitable  area  between  Spanish  Flat  and 

Big  Flat,  man-made  develcpnents  include  three  cabins,  a  small 
storage  shed,  an  uninproved  airstrip  and  approximately  three  miles 
of  unmaintained  routes  of  travel.  This  has  resulted  in  sli^tly 

altering  the  coastline's  natural  ^pearance.  All  five  of  these 
private  inholdings  are  recommended  for  acquisition  and  designated 
wilderness. 

Within  the  portion  of  the  WSA  reccaranended  for  non-wilderness  in 
Parcel  A,  naturalness  is  affected  by  vehicle  tracks  on  the  beach 
and  hillsides,  by  many  abandoned  ranch  roads  that  are  new  used 
occasionally  as  OIN  access  routes  to  the  beach,  and  by  extensive 
cattle  grazing  vdiich  has  caused  localized  soil  erosion,  hillside 
terracing  and  unsafe  drinking  water  supplies.  The  deconmissioned 
Punta  Gorda  Li^thouse  is  of  historical  irrportance  but  nonetheless 

a  distinct  sign  of  man's  past  use  of  the  area.  Parcel  B  contains 
several  abandoned  logging  roads  that  lead  from  the  Smith-Etter 
Road  into  Honeydew  Creek.  Accelerated  erosion  is  evident  along 
these  routes  of  travel,  ^proximately  10  miles  of  hi]dng  trail 
and  two  primitive  cairps  have  been  constructed  by  BIM  just  east  of 

King's  Peak,  and  are  minor  irtprints  on  the  landscape.  Parcel  C 
shews  abundant  signs  of  man's  inprint  on  the  beach,  as  this  three 
mile  long  riding  area  is  currently  designated  "cpen"  to  v^iicle 
use,  and  tracks  abound  throu^out  the  sand  dunes  and  nearby 
hillsides.  A  recently  acquired  parcel  just  north  of  Horse 
Mountain  Creek  is  the  site  of  a  relatively  new  cabin,  vhich  was 
used  as  a  residence  by  the  previous  ewner.  A  dirt  road  extends 
from  the  cabin,  up  the  hillside,  and  ends  at  another  cabin  on 
private  land.  Cattle  are  currently  being  grazed  in  this  area. 

2.  Solitude:  The  large  size,  rugged  tcpography,  and  dense  vegetation 
of  the  WSA  reccanmended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  allows 
excellent  visual  screening,  enhancing  the  cpportunities  for 



visitors  to  find  solitude  throuf^out  most  of  the  WSA.  In  the 
southern  and  northeastern  portions  of  the  WSA  recxsramended 
nonsuitable,  the  si^ts  and  sounds  of  residenticil  develcptvent 
substanticilly  diminish  c|:portunities  for  solitude.  Several 
private  inholdings  ctre  located  in  both  Parcels  A  and  C,  and  the 
activities  that  occur  on  these  lands  such  as  habitation,  summer 
recreation,  and  motorized  access  make  it  difficult  to  find  a 
secluded  place,  particularly  along  the  western  slope  north  of  Four 
Mile  Creek,  and  in  the  Horse  Mountain  and  Kciluna  Cliff  areas. 
Existing  authorized  use  of  motor  vehicles  on  the  beach  frcan 
Gitchell  Creek  to  the  southern  boundary  of  the  WSA  at  Kaluna  Cliff 
(by  both  private  owners  and  the  public)  substanticilly  reduces 
opportunities  for  solitude. 

Ihis  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  ajproved  military 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  Ihe  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  teitporary  effects  on  solitude 
vAiich  are  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
pr^jaredness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Ifrtconfined  Recreation:  Ihe  portion  of  the  WSA 
reooBDDDTended  suitable  provides  outstanding  c^^xDrtunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation.  Ihe  15  mile  network  of 
hiking  trails  along  the  ridges  and  western  slope,  plus  the  16.5 
miles  of  coastline,  offer  outstanding  c^portunities  for  diverse 
types  of  recreation  over  a  large  area.  Ihe  King  Range  beach  is 

one  of  the  few  publicly  owned  portions  of  California's  coastline 
v*iere  visitors  has  the  opportunity  to  hike,  caitp,  stream  and  surf 
fish,  si^tsee,  and  pursue  many  other  types  of  dispersed 
recreation  activities  in  a  wild  setting. 

4.  SpecicLL  Features:  Ihe  King  Range  represents  a  landscape  diversity 
rare  and  unique.  Rising  from  a  coastline  of  tide  pools,  beaches, 
massive  rocks  and  cliffs,  to  rugged  mountains  exceeding  4,000 
feet  in  elevation  in  less  than  three  miles,  gives  credence  to  its 
claim  as  the  "lost  Coast". 

Ihe  area  contains  several  unique  series  of  animals.  A  herd  of 
Roosevelt  Elk  (Cervus  elap^us  roosevelti)  was  introduced  in  1983, 
and  has  becoaone  well  established.  A  recent  introduction  of  Texas 

turkey  (Meliaqris  gallcpavo  intermedia)  adds  to  the  variety  of 
wildlife.  In  addition,  sea  lion  (Eumetopias  iubata)  and  sea  otter 
(Enhydra  lutris)  are  regularly  seen  along  the  beach. 

Within  the  King  Range  WSA  are  significant  botanical  resources. 
Ihey  include: 

-   Ihe  Mattole  dune  system  is  unique  in  that  the  aggressive 
introduced  Eurcpean  dune  grass,  AmmofAiila  arenaria.  has  not 
yet  encroached  on  the  Mattole  dunes  as  it  has  on  most  coasted 
dunes  north  of  San  Francisco. 
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Ihe  leafy  reedgrass,  Calanogrostis  foliosa.  found  along  the 

WSA's  cx>cistal  strand,  is  a  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
candidate  for  listing  as  threatened. 

located  on  the  east  slqpe  of  the  Honeydew  Creek,  drainage  is 

an  old-grcwth  Douglas-fir  forest.  It  provides  an  c^portunity 
to  observe  rare  ecosystems  ^(*iich  support  old-grcwth  d^)endent 
animal  species  and  regional  biological  diversity,  conserve 
plant  aiKi  animal  genetic  stock  and  provide  opportunities  for 
scientific  research. 

The  WSA's  shoreline  is  the  focus  of  seversd  cultural  resource 
field  investigations.  Recent  studies  indicate  this  area  contains 
at  least  45  prehistoric  archaeological  sites  which  may  be  of 
national  significance. 

B.   Diversity  in  the  National  Wildcimess  Preservation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.   Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  by  ecosystems:  This  VISA  contains  29,742  acres  of  the 
Pacific  Forest/Mixed  Evergreen  and  3,743  acres  of  the  I^cific 
Forlest/Fescue  California  Oatgrass  ecosystene.  Addition  of  the 
area  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  would  expand 
the  diversity  within  the  NWPS  because  there  is  presently  only  one 
coastal  wilderness  area  (Point  Reyes  National  Seashore)  ccaiposed 

of  mixed  evergreen  forest  combined  with  a  coastal  prairie-scrub 
mosaic.  The  WSA  is  one  of  the  few  remaining  extensive  stretches 
of  unroaded  coastline  in  the  United  States  that  offers  outstanding 
opportunities  for  a  superior  backpacking  eu^jerienoe. 

TABLE  2  -  Ecosystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas        Other  BIM  Studies 

Damain/Province/PVN   areas   acres   areas   acres 

NATTOiWIDE 

Pacific  Forest/California  Mixed 
Evergreen 

Pacific  Forest/Fescue  Oatgrass 

Pacific  Forest/California  Mixed 
Evergreen 

Pacific  Forest/Fescue  Oatcrrass 

5       433,107 2 
10,387 

1           5,078 0 0 

CAUFORNIA 

4          45,074 2 
10,387 

1            5.078 0 0 



2.  Expandincf  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  day's  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population 
centers:  This  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  two  major 
population  centers.  Table  3  surntrarizes  the  nuniber  and  acreage  of 

designated  areas  and  other  BLM  study  areas  within  a  five-hour 
drive  of  the  population  centers. 

TABIE  3  -  Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Population  Centers 

Pc^xilation                NWPS  Areas            Other  BIM  Studies 
Center   areas   acres   areas   acres 

California 

Redding  14       1,236,503      11       344,633 
Santa  Rosa/Petaluma         10        888,579     12       134,167 

3 .  Balancing  the  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas :  Ihere 
are  two  designated  wilderness  areas  within  50  air  miles  of  this 

WSA.  Ihey  include  the  Yolla  Bolly-Middle  Eel  Wilderness  and  the 
North  Fork  Wilderness,  both  managed  by  the  Forest  Service.  Ihe 
Chemise  Mountain  V^A,  two  miles  to  the  south,  is  recommended  for 
cill-wildemess . 

C.   Manageabil  ity 

Ihe  entire  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  Hcwever,  there  is  a 
significant  difference  in  the  manageability  of  the  portion 
recciiimended  for  wilderness  and  Parcels  A,  B,  and  C  reoaiimended  for 

non-wilderness.  In  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA,  21  miles  of 
travel  routes  would  be  closed  to  motorized  vehicle  use.  This  includes 

the  Smith-Etter  access  route  which  will  continue  to  be  closed  to 
public  vehicle  use  west  of  Telegraph  Ridge.  This  closure  point  could 
be  managed  very  effectively  as  a  parking  area  and  trailhead.  A  large 
f  iregate  was  placed  here  several  years  ago  vAiich  prevents  nearly  all 
unauthorized  vehicles  frcm  travelling  dcwn  the  west  slcpe  to  the 
beach.  Ihe  site  could  clLso  serve  as  a  staging  area  vAiere  hikers  and 
backpackers  could  travel  south  to  the  King  Crest  Trail  or  north  to  the 
Spanish  Ridge  Trail. 

Maintaining  and  enhancing  the  wilderness  experience  of  visitors  v*io 
hike  the  beach  would  be  more  effective  if  the  five  private  inholdings 
between  Spanish  Flat  and  Big  Flat  were  acquired  and  designated 
wilderness.  Ihe  continued  use  of  notorized  vehicles  dcwn  the 

Smith-Etter  access  route  and  along  the  beach  by  these  landowners  is  a 
difficult  management  situation.  The  si^ts  and  sounds  of  vehicles  on 
this  route  cannot  be  screened  f  rc«n  the  backpackers  because  the  area  is 
too  narrcw  and  lacks  adequate  vegetation  and  terrain  Vctriation. 
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A  factor  affecting  v^iether  the  unsuitable  porticai  of  the  WSA  (Parcels 
A  and  B)  could  be  managed  as  wilderness  is  the  substantial  amount  of 
grazing  activity  that  occurs.  There  are  currently  four  grazing 
allotments,  covering  approximately  75  percent  of  the  public  land 
within  the  WSA  f  rem  the  Mouth  of  the  Mattole  River  south  to  Spanish 
Flat.  Althou^  grazing  is  allowed  in  wilderness  areas,  it  would  be 
difficult  to  manage  this  portion  of  the  WSA  as  wilderness  due  to 
motorized  vehicles  used  to  support  this  grazing  use.  Ihe  Final  EIS 
reccmmends  the  use  of  pack  animals  instead  of  motorized  vehicles  to 
reduce  these  impacts  on  wilderness  values. 

Ihe  major  problem  with  managing  the  southern  portion  of  the  suitable 
area  as  wilderness  is  enforcing  the  vehicle  closure  cilong  the  beach 
north  of  Gitchell  Creek.  There  are  no  physical  barriers  at  Gitdhell 
Creek  to  prevent  motorized  vehicles  from  travelling  north  into  the 
suitable  area  and  degrading  cfportunities  for  solitude. 

Militciry  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well 
as  the  wilderness  resource. 

D.   Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  information  known  at  time  of  preliminary  suitability 
reccgnmendation ;  The  geology  and  mineralization  of  the  King  Range 
WSA  is  described  in  the  Unit  Resource  Analysis  (URA)  and  based  on 
data  in  the  Mineral  Resource  Inventory  (MRI)  files  for  the  BLM 
King  Range  Planning  Unit.  The  MRI  data  in  the  Affected 
Environment  section  of  the  King  Range  Wilderness  Final  EIS 
pr^jared  in  1988  indicated  that  this  WSA  has  a  lew  potential  for 

the  occurrence  of  energy-related,  metallic  and  nonmetallic 
minercil  resources.  There  are  no  patented  or  urpatented  mining 
claims  in  the  WSA.  The  geothermal  resource  potential  of  the  area 
is  lew.  No  mineral  material  sites  exist  in  the  WSA,  nor  are 
there  any  sodium  or  potassium  leases.  The  lew  porosity  and 
permeability  of  the  Franciscan  sandstones  that  underlie  the  WSA 
indicate  a  very  lew  potential  for  the  occurrence  of  oil  and  gas. 
A  lew  potential  exists  for  the  occurrence  of  uranium  and  thorium. 
The  potential  for  economic  develc^snent  of  the  energy  and  mineral 
resources  of  this  WSA  is  very  lew. 

2.  Summary  of  significant  new  mineral  resource  data  collected  since 
the  ix>nsuitability  reccCTnendation.  vhich  should  be  considered  in 
the  final  recommendation:  Portions  of  the  King  Range  VGA  became 
an  Instant  Study  Area  as  mandated  by  section  603  of  FLFMA  and  as 
such  was  the  subject  of  a  mineral  survey  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of 
Mines  and  U.S.  Geological  Survey.  The  results  of  the  mineral 

survey  were  published  in  1980  (MF  1196  A-C  and  Open  File  Report 
80-815)  and  included  in  BLM's  preliminary  analysis  and 
reccmmendations . 
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E.   Impacts  on  Resources 

The  following  coirparative  inpact  table  summarizes  the  effects  on 
pertinent  resources  for  all  the  alternatives  considered  including 
designation  or  nondesignation  of  the  entire  WSA  as  wilderness. 

TABLE  4  -  Caiparative  Sumery  of  the  Inpacts  b/  Alternative 

ISSUE-RELATH) 
RESOURCES 

PROPOSS)  ACTION 

(PARTIAL-WILDERNESS) 

ALL -WILDERNESS 

ALTERNATIVE 

NO  WILDERNESS/NO  ACTION 

ALTERNATIVE 

PARTIAL -WILDERNESS 

ALTERNATIVE 

Inpact  on 
Wi  Idemess 

Values 

Wi  Idemess  values  wi  U  be  mod- 

erately inpacted  as  a  result 

of  cent i rued  &  projected  vehi- 
cle use  (from  18CX)  visitor 

days  arrually  to  2150  visitor 

days  on  the  13  mi les  of  road 

liiich  will  ranain  open,  and 

the  surface  disturtance/noise 

associated  with  togging  240 

acres  every  10  years  for  the 

next  century.  Naturalness 

characteristics  will  be  lost 

on  approximately  300  acres 

over  the  next  10  years  &  each 

succeeding  decade  inti  I  2090. 

The  perception  of  solitude 

will  be  inpaired  on  3250-3500 
acres  cLring  the  first  decade 

&  750-1000  acres  each  succeed- 

ing decade  uitil  2090. 

Closure  of  the  20  mi les  of 

existing  roads  traversing 

the  WSA  to  motorized  vehi- 

cular use  &  1800  visitor- 

days  of  motorized  recrea- 
tion use  &  elimination  of 

tinter  harvests  on  69B5 

acres  would  have  a  moder- 

ate benefit  on  the  area's 
wilderness  values. 

Wi  Idemess  values  would  be 

moderately  inpacted  as  a 

result  of  continued  &  pro- 
jected vehicle  use  (from 

1800  visitor-days  amually 

to  2150  visitor-days)  on 
the  16  miles  of  road  viiich 

would  remain  open,  &  the 

surface  disturbance/noise 

associated  with  logging 

TOO  acres  every  10  years 

over  the  next  century.  Na- 
turalness characteristics 

would  be  lost  on  approxi - 
mately  900  acres  over  the 

next  10  years  &  each  suc- 
ceeding decade  intil  2090. 

The  perception  of  solitude 

would  be  inpaired  on  45(X)- 
5000  acres  during  the 

first  decade  &  1500-2000 

acres  each  succeeding  de- 
cade rntil  2090. 

Wilderness  values  would  be 

moderately  inpacted  as  a  re- 

sult of  continued  &  project- 
ed use  (fran  1800  visitor 

days  amually  to  2150  visi- 
tor days)  on  the  13  miles  of 

road  Uiich  would  remain  open, 

and  the  surface  disturbance/ 

noise  associated  with  logging 

TOO  acres  every  10  years  over 

the  next  century.  Naturalness 

characteristics  would  be  lost 

on  approximately  900  acres 
over  the  next  10  years  &  each 

succeeding  decade  irtil  2090. 

The  perception  of  solitude 

would  be  inpaired  on  4500- 
5(X]0  acres  during  the  first 

decade  &  1500-2000  acres 

each  succeeding  decade  uitil 
2090. 

Inpact  on  Motor- 
ized Recreation 

Use  Levels 

Motorized  recreational  use 

will  be  sli^tly  erhanced-- 
13  miles  of  road  within  the 

WSA  will  renain  open  &  con- 
tinue to  be  nsintained  & 

motorized  use  levels  will  in- 

crease frcm  1800  visitor-days 

amually  to  2150  visitor-days. 

Motorized  recreational  use 

would  be  foregone  on  the 

roads  within  the  WSA  elim- 

inating 1800  visitor-days 

amually.  Inpacts  would  be 

moderate  die  to  the  limit- 
ed amoint  of  opportirity 

on  piislic  lards  surnxrd- 
ing  the  USA. 

Motorized  recreational  use 

would  be  slic^tly  erhanced 
--16  miles  of  road  within 

the  WSA  would  remain  open 

&  continue  to  be  maintain- 

ed, &  motorized  recrea- 
tional use  levels  would 

increase  frcm  1800 

visitor-days  amually  to 

2150  visitor-days.   

Inpacts  would  be  the  same  as 

for  the  Proposed  Action. 

Inpact  on  Live- 
stock Grazing 

Management 

Road  closure  &  vehicle  use 

restrictions  along  the  Smith- 

Etter  Road  &  Spanish  Ridge 

Road  wi I I  have  a  minor  nega- 

tive inpact  on  livestock  graz- 
irg  management.   

The  inpacts  would  be  the 

sane  as  for  the  Proposed 

Action. 

The  inpacts  would  be  the 

same  as  for  the  Proposed 

Action. 

Closure  of  Spanish  Ridge  Road 

would  have  a  negligible  ad- 
verse inpact  on  livestock 

grazing. 
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Table  4  -  Carperative  Sumery  of  the  Inpacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

ISSUE-RELATBD        |               PRCPnRH)  ACTION                 |             ALL-UILDERNESS              |      NO  UILDERNESS/NO  ACTION     |      Partial -wilderness 

RESOURCES              1            (PARTIAL -WILDERNESS)            j                 ALTERNATIVE               |                 ALTERNATIVE                |             ALTERNATIVE 

Impacts  on  Tim-     |  35  Htyf  of  merchantable  tinfaer  |  54.7  Mt}f  of  merchantable    |  54.7  Mrf  of  merchantable    |  The  inpacts  would  be  the  same 

ber  Management      |  will  be  foregone  &  2125  acres    |  tinber  would  be  foregone      |  tiftber  would  be  harvested    |  as  for  the  No  Wildemess/No 

1  of  ccmnercial  forest  lard          |  &  4555  acres  of  CFL  wcxild    |  &  4555  acres  of  CFL  would    |  Action  Alternative. 

1  (CFL)  will  be  eliminated            |  be  eliminated  from  tiirber    |  remain  available  for  tim-     | 

1  from  tinber  harvest  v^ich  will  |  harvest  Uhich  would  have  a  |  ber  pmrirtion  which  would  | 

j  have  a  negligible  sdferse  im-     |  negligible  adverse  inpact    |  noderately  benefit  the         | 

1  pact  on  the  region's  ecoroiy.     |  on  the  region's  econcm/.      |  area's  tinber  managanent      | 

1                                                     1                                              1  program  &  negligibly  bene-  | 

1                                                     1                                              1  fit  the  region's  econoiy.     | 

Inpact  at  Roose-  |  Reintrodr.tion  &  management        |  The  inpact  would  be  the       |  The  inpact  would  be  the       |  The  inpact  would  be  the  sane 

velt  Elk               1  efforts  will  be  sli^tly  en-      |  sane  as  for  the  Proposed      |  same  as  for  the  Proposed      |  as  for  the  PrcpoRed  Action. 

1  harmed  by  the  continued  close-  |  Action.                                 |  Action.                                  | 

1  ure  of  the  area  to  motorized      |                                              |                                              | 

1  vehicular  use  (except  on  the      |                                              |                                              | 

I  13  mi  les  of  designated  routes    |                                              |                                              | 

1  of  travel)  &  the  use  of  motor-  |                                              |                                              | 

1  ized  vehicles  for  elk  trans-      |                                              |                                              | 
1  plants  &  herd  maintenance.         |                                              |                                              | 

Inpact  on  Salmon  j  Salmon  &  steelhead  habitat         |  Overall,  the  inpacts  would  |  The  inpacts  would  be  the      |  The  inpacts  would  be  the  same 

Steelhead  Spaw-t-  |  will  receive  moderate  positive  |  be  the  same  as  for  the         |  same  as  for  the  Proposed      |  as  for  the  Proposed  Action. 

ing  &  Nursery       |  inpacts  from  various  habitat      |  Proposed  Action;  vehicle      |  Action.                                  | 

Streams                 j  inprovements  constructed  in  or  |  closures  &  the  elimination  |                                              | 

1  near  the  river.                           |  of  tinber  harvests,  how-      |                                              | 

1                                                     1  ever,  would  erhance  the       |                                              | 

1                                                     1  c^lity  of  speming  &  nur-  |                                              | 

1                                                     1  sery  streams.                        |                                              | 

Inpacts  on  Arch-  |  There  will  be  a  minor  negative  |  There  would  be  a  minor         |  The  inpacts  would  be  the      |  The  inpacts  would  basically 

aeological  Re-      |  inpact  to  the  area's  archaeo-     |  positive  inpact  to  the         |  same  as  for  the  Proposed      |  be  the  same  as  for  the  Pro- 

sources                 1  logical  resources  as  a  result    |  area's  archaeological  re-     |  Action.                                  |  posed  Action,  except  that 

1  of  increased  pedestrian  use.      |  sources  as  a  result  of         |                                              |  there  would  be  a  minor  in- 

1                                                     1  eliminating  motorized  ac-    |                                              |  crease  in  pressure  on  arch- 

1                                                     1  ctes  &  increasing  mcnitor-  |                                              |  aeological  resources  because 

1                                                     1  ing.                                      1                                              1  the  Smith-Etter  Road  would 

1                                                     1                                              1                                              1  be  ocen  to  the  beach. 

F.   Local  Social  and  Ecx)ncgnic  C^onsicierations 

No  local  social  or  econcmic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  Final 
EIS.  Therefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  topic  will  occur  in  this 
document. 
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G.   Sumroary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Ccanments 

Public  involvement  has  occurred  throu^out  the  wilderness  review 
process.  Certain  coinitients  received  during  the  Inventory  and  Stuc^ 
Riases,  and  in  the  Draft  EIS  were  used  to  develop  significant  issue 
tcpics,  vcirious  alternatives  and  finally,  to  reoaranend  63  percent 
Barticil^ildemess  for  the  King  Range  WSA. 

A  majority  of  the  ccanments  addressing  the  inventory  factors  agreed  with 

the  present  status  of  the  WSA's  boundary  or  felt  it  should  be  ea^anded 
to  include  the  entire  King  Range  National  Conservation  Area.  Other 
comments  said  the  roads  were  not  maintained  regularly  and  should  have 
been  identified  as  ways.  Nearly  everyone  ccsranented  on  the  unique  and 
spectacular  landscape  of  the  west  slope  and  shoreline. 

During  formal  public  review  of  the  Draft  EIS,  a  total  of  515  oral  and 
written  ccanments  and  2,340  signatures  specif iccilly  addressing  this  WSA 

were  received.  Of  the  515  caranents,  475  renarked  in  favor  of  the  All- 
Wilderness  Alternative.  Very  few  ccanments  addressed  the  issue  tcpics 
nor  did  they  discuss  the  iiipacts  of  the  alternatives. 

Many  ccmmenters  cirgued  that  the  administrative  protection  of  primitive 
values  identified  in  the  1974  King  Range  Management  Program  should  not 
be  equated  with  the  protection  offered  by  wilderness  designation.  Some 

coramenters  demanded  more  detailed  site-specific  descriptions  of  iirpacts 
on  various  resources.  The  inpacts  of  motorized  vehicles  on  wilderness 
values  was  raised  as  an  issue  by  a  substantial  number  of  respondents. 
Those  favoring  wilderness  commented  on  the  iirportance  of  the  Honeydew 

Creek  drainage  because  of  it's  significant  wildlife  and  fisheries 
vcilues,  and  because  it  contains  a  rare,  large,  old-grcwth  Douglas-fir 
forest  and  associated  old-growth  d^jendent  species.  Ihey  wanted  this 
4,000-acre  watershed  included  in  the  pcirtial-wildemess  recoranvendation 
because  they  thou(^t  the  only  way  to  ke^  it  from  being  logged  was  to 
designate  the  area  wilderness.  Of  particular  concern  was  the  need  to 
close  the  entire  beach  from  the  mouth  of  the  Mattole  River  to  Shelter 

Cove  to  motorized  vehicles  to  prevent  recent  use  conflicts  and  reduce 
the  potential  for  damage  to  significant  archaeological  sites. 

Those  exposing  wilderness  designation  were  concerned  that  the  roads 

inside  the  WSA,  especially  the  Smith-Etter  Road,  would  be  closed  to 
motorized  vehicles  and  result  in  a  substantial  reduction  in 

c^jportunities  for  scenic  drives.  A  few  landowners  with  private 
inholdings  felt  their  land  would  be  taJcen  away.  Others  commented  that 
wilderness  designation  would  prevent  effective  f iref i^ting  efforts  if 
an  uncontrolled  wildfire  were  to  occur  in  the  King  Range. 

The  Ukiah  District  Advisory  Council  appointed  a  Technical  Review  Team 
(TRT)  to  stucty  wilderness  issues  in  detail  because  of  the  many  concerns 
and  controversies  expressed  by  the  genercLL  public,  i^)ecial  interest 
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grcAips  and  government  agencies.  Ihe  CJouncil,  after  reviewing  the  TRT's 
r^xDrt,  recxsoranended  to  the  District  Manager  a  40  percent  Partial- 
Wilderness  Alternative  vdiich  included  a  portion  of  the  west  slcpe  both 
north  and  south  of  Big  Flat  Creek. 

The  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  classified  the  Draft  EIS  as 
category  ID,   Lack  of  (Sjjectives.  Concern  was  eiqpressed  about  potential 
adverse  inpacts  on  water  quality  frcm  grazing  activities,  road 
construction  and  maintenance,  potential  timber  harvest  operations  and 

stream-cleciring  work.  Concern  about  mineral  resources  was  expressed  by 
the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines.  Ihey  eirphasized  that  mineral  d^xDsits  of 
economic  Vcilue  may  be  found  in  areas  of  lew  potential.  Ihe  U.S.  Dept. 
of  Air  Force  is  generally  stqfportive  of  wilderness  designation  provided 
that  no  restrictions  are  placed  on  essential  military  overflights.  The 
major  concern  expressed  by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  was  the 
assurance  that  salmon  and  steelhead  habitat  both  in  the  Honeydew  Creek 
drainage  and  west  slc^e  coastal  streams  are  protected. 

Ccilifomia  Assemblyman  Dan  Hauser  expressed  his  concern  that  the 
Honeydew  Creek  watershed  was  not  included  in  the  area  reccanmiended  for 
wilderness  designation  because  he  thinks  the  hi(^  quality  salmon  and 

steelhead  spawning  grounds  and  old-grcwth  Douglas-fir  forest  should  be 
protected.  The  California  Coastal  Ccannmission  said  BIM  should  prepare 
and  sulanit  a  consistency  determination  for  those  actions  specified  in 
the  EIS  v^ch  may  have  a  direct  effect  on  the  coastal  zone.  The 
potential  for  developing  wind  energy  under  wilderness  was  a  concern  of 
the  California  Energy  Ccanmission.  The  California  Department  of 

Forestry  was  very  concerned  about  it's  firefi^ting  capabilities  in 
areas  recommended  for  wilderness  designation,  especially  v*ien  houses  on 
private  inholdings  and  nearby  residenticil  ccramunities  could  be 
threatened.  The  Honeydew  Creek  drainage  was  recommended  for  inclusion 
as  wilderness  by  the  California  D^iartment  of  Fish  and  Game  because  of 
the  special  wildlife  resource  values  that  require  protection.  The 
Humboldt  County  Board  of  Supervisors  agreed  with  the  District  Advisory 
Council  recommendation  that  14,000  acres  in  the  vicinity  of  Big  Flat 
Creek  be  designated  wilderness.  They  cilso  identified  the  need  to  allow 

fire-fitting  techniques  v*iich  prevent  the  spread  of  fire  into  nearby 
communities  such  as  Shelter  Cove,  Honeydew  and  Petrolia. 
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APPENDIX  1 

ESTIMATED  COSTS  OF  ACQUISITION  OF  NON-FEDERAL  HOLDINGS  WITHIN 
AREAS  RECOMMENDED  FOR  DESIGNATION 

KING  RANGE  WSA  (CA-050-n2) 

TYPE  OF ESTIMATED 
OWNERSHIP 

COST  OF 
BY  ESTATE 

ACQUISITION 
LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION NUMBER PRESENTLY PREFERRED LAND PROCESSING 

PARCEL TOTAL 

OF 

SURFACE SUBSURFACE PROPOSED  FOR METHOD  OF COSTS COSTS 

No. TWNSHP RNG  SEC  MERIDIAN ACREAGE OWNERS ESTATE ESTATE ACQUISITION ACQUISITION ($1000) 
($1000) 

1 4S. IW.   9 MDM 30 2 PRIVATE PRIVATE 
YES 

PURCHASE 135.0 Unknown 

2 4S. IW.  10 MDM 

40 

PRIVATE PRIVATE 

YES 

PURCHASE 250.0 Unknown 
3 4S. IW.  10 MDM 

40 

PRIVATE PRIVATE 
YES 

PURCHASE 
50.0 Unknown 

4 3S. 2W.24&25 MDM 
10 

PRIVATE PRIVATE 

YES 

PURCHASE 50.0 Unknown 
5 3S. 2W.24&25 MDM 10 

PRIVATE PRIVATE 
YES 

PURCHASE 50.0 Unknown 
6 3S. IW.  31 MDM 30 PRIVATE PRIVATE 

YES 
PURCHASE 250.0 Unknown 

These  figures  were  derived  from  Bureau  Land  Records  and  provide  for  more  detail  than  GIS  estimates  and  therefore 

may  differ  from  acreage  summaries  in  Table  1. 





Red  Mountain 
CA-050-132 





RB)  MJowmiN  wTTinaiRRs  gropy  area  (vem 

(CA-050-132) 

1.   TOE  glUPy  AREA     6,244  acres 

The  Red  Mountain  WSA  is  located  in  northern  Mendocino  County,  California  two 
miles  northeast  of  Leggett.  The  WSA  includes  6,244  acres  of  BIM  lands,  with 
no  State,  private  or  i^lit  estate  inholdings.  It  is  bounded  cxi  the  north, 
south,  and  west  sides  by  private  prc^^erty,  and  on  the  east  side  by  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  (BIM)  land  (see  Map  1  and  Table  1) . 

The  WSA's  boundaries  are  defined  by  section  lines,  physiographic  features, 
five  miles  of  cherry-stemmed  roads  and  two  mining  roads;  cxm  road  is  located 
in  the  northeastern  portion  of  the  WSA  and  the  other  forms  the  southeast 
comer  of  the  area.  Stcu±ing  at  the  northern  end  of  the  WSA,  next  to 

Hiltabidels  Opening,  the  boundary  line  extends  east  for  two-thirds  of  a 
mile,  then  south  an  a  mining  road  for  one  mile,  and  east  again  next  to 
Chimney  Rock  for  nearly  three  miles.  The  boundary  line  then  heads  south 

frcm  the  headwaters  of  Cedar  Creek  for  one  and  one-half  miles,  turns 
westerly  paralleling  Cedar  Creek  canyon  for  about  five  miles  and  heads  north 
at  Section  1  for  nearly  four  miles.  At  the  headwaters  of  Bridges  Creek,  the 

boundary  line  heads  east  for  one  and  one-hcdf  miles  and  then  north  in 
Section  18  for  one-hsdf  mile. 

Red  Mountain  and  the  Cedar  Creek  drainage  dominate  the  WSA.  Elevations 
range  from  1,100  feet  at  the  southwest  end  of  the  unit  along  Cedar  Creek  to 
4,083  feet,  less  than  three  miles  away  at  the  top  of  Red  Mountain.  Terrain 
is  generally  ste^,  consisting  of  rugged  drainages  drc^ping  abrt^ly  into 
Cedar  Creek  canyon.  A  small  area  of  fairly  gentle  slopes  is  found  nectr  the 
summit  of  Red  Mountain.  A  zone  of  reddish  soil,  ccnprising  60%  of  the  WSA, 
ocapies  the  central  part  of  the  WSA  and  contrasts  sharply  with  the 
surrounding  landscape.  These  unusual  soils  have  resulted  in  a  unique 
vegetation  cover  of  several  species  of  pine  and  cypress  trees  intermbrad 
with  a  lew  brush  understory.  Barren  and  rocky  areas,  covering 
approximately  10%  of  the  WSA,  occur  on  ste^  slopes  above  Cedar  Creek.  The 

rest  of  the  WSA  with  more  common  soils,  has  a  cover  of  Douglas-fir  and  misred 
evergreen  forest  typical  of  the  region. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLEMA) .  Various  suitability  reccjnmendations  were  ancilyzed 
in  the  Draft  and  Final  Areata  Resource  Area  Red  Mountain  WSA  EIS.  Because 

of  the  area's  small  size  and  concentration  of  numerous  intrusions  in  the 
central  portion  of  the  WSA,  the  Final  EIS  analyzed  two  alternatives:  all- 
wilderness  and  no-^»»rildemess.  A  242-acre  tract  of  private  land,  contiguous 
to  both  the  WSA  boundary  and  a  previously  isolated  40-acre  parcel  of  public 
land,  was  recently  acquired  by  the  BIM.  This  resulted  in  a  totcLL  of  282 

acres  of  Federcil  land  adjacent  to  the  WSA  boundary.  Because  of  this  area's 
unique  soils  and  specicLL  botcinical  Vcilues,  it  was  included  for  analysis  in 
the  Final  EIS  under  Section  202  of  FLEMA. 



2.        REOCMMENEftTIOJ  AND  RATIONAIE 

6,244 

acres  recxsnmended  for 
wilderness 
BIM  acares  reconmended 
for  non-wilderness 

No  wilderness  is  the  reccnnnendation  for  this  WSA.  The  entire  acreage  in 
this  WSA  is  releeised  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  Ihis  includes  the  242 

acres  of  acquired  land  and  the  previously  isolated  40  acre  peiroel.  The  all- 
wilderness  cdtemative  is  considered  to  be  the  envircaTinent2dly-preferred 
ciltemative  as  it  would  result  in  the  least  change  from  the  natural 
environment  over  the  long  term.  This  alternative  will  be  iirplemented  in  a 
manner  v*iich  will  use  cill  practiced  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmentcil 
impacts. 

The  WSA  is  reocmmended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  because  it  contains  a 

significant  amount  of  criticcLL  and  strategic  minerals  (nickel,  cobalt  and 

chromium) ,  vtiich  outwei^  the  cirea's  wilderness  values.  Althooi^  the  Final 
Wilderness  EIS  assumes  mining  will  not  occur  under  either  ciltemative,  the 
minereil  d^x3sit,  covering  the  centrcil  porticai,  or  50  percent  of  the  WSA,  is 
one  of  the  largest  potential  domestic  sources  in  the  IMited  States.  The 
option  of  having  this  resource  available  for  development,  to  simply  future 
industrial,  military,  and  civilian  needs  of  the  IMited  States  outwei^is  the 
cirea's  value  as  wilderness. 

The  wilderness  values  of  the  cirea  as  a  vtiole  cire  of  lew  qucLLity.  The  five 

miles  of  cherry-stem  roads  and  ten  miles  of  four-vAieel  drive  (4WD)  access 
routes  that  lead  to  thirty  mining  test  pits,  the  sparse  vegetation,  ste^ 
and  unstable  terrain,  and  the  absence  of  outstanding  recreational 

(importunities  reduce  the  area's  wilderness  values. 

The  WSA  does  possess  seme  significant  special  features  (botanical  and  wild- 
life) ,  and  althou^  the  WSA  is  recommended  nonsuitable,  these  values  would 

continue  to  be  protected  and  managed  under  the  current  designation  as  an 
Area  of  Critical  Environmental  Concern  (ACEC) /Research  Natural  Area  (RNA) . 
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TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Stuc^  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 

BLM         (surface  and  subsurface)  6,244 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdincts 

State  0 

Private    0 
Total  6,244 

Within  the  Reooinmended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 

BLM  (within  WSA)  0 
BLM  (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BLM  Land  Reccramended  for  Wilderness 

Within  the  Area  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BLM         (surface  eind  subsurface)  6,244 
Split  Estate  (BLM  surface  only)    0 
Total  BLM  Land  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness  6,244 

3.   CRITERIA  CONSIDERED  IN  DEVELOPING  THE  WILDEI^NESS  RECXM^ENDATIONS 

A.   Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness;  Naturalness  has  been  adversely  affected  by  past  and 
present  mining  activities.  The  works  of  man  are  noticeable  in  the 
cirea  surrounding  Red  Mountain,  ^proximately  five  miles  of 

cherry-stemmed  road  and  ten  miles  of  4WD  access  routes  are  located 
in  this  WSA.  The  access  routes  revegetate  very  slowly. 

CXitside  of  this  iitpact  area,  the  WSA  is  generally  natural.  Ihe 

inner  gorge  of  Cedar  Creek  Canyon  and  the  old-grcwth  Douglas-fir 
forest,  for  exanple,  are  essentially  pristine  in  appearance. 

2.  Solitude;  Because  of  the  size  of  the  WSA,  outside  noises  frcm 

vehicle  use  on  adjacent  cherry-stemmed  mining  roads  and  Hi^way 
101,  as  well  as  timber  harvest  activities  on  adjoining  private 

property  are  frequent  and  detract  from  one's  ability  to  find 
secluded  places. 



At  low  levels  of  use,  visitors  are  able  to  find  solitude  in  the 
WSA.  Opportunities  to  find  secluded  places,  however,  are  limited 

because  the  steep  t(^xDgraphy  of  many  south-facing  slc^jes  makes 
access  extreaonely  difficult.  Those  v*k)  visit  the  area  tend  to 
frequent  the  gentler  land  necir  the  top  of  Red  Mountain  or  the 
narrcw  corridor  of  Cedar  Creek.  Ihe  open  vegetation  of  the  red 
soil  cirea  does  not  provide  exceptional  screening,  but  in  the  Cedar 
Creek  drainages,  the  thick  vegetaticxi  can  hide  visitors  from  each 
other. 

This  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  militciry  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  naticMial  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  tenporary  effects  on  solitude 
vAiich  ar&  deemed  necessary  and  aoc^itable  as  a  part  of  the 
defense  preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation;  Resources  for  primitive 
recreaticMi  activities  cure  limited  in  the  WSA.  Cedar  Creek  is  the 

only  water  feature  of  any  significance.  It  has  a  population  of 
smetLl  resident  rainbow  trout  that  sustains  li^t  fishing 
pressure;  however,  the  creek  is  a  steelhead  nursery  stream  and 
fishing  is  not  encouraged. 

Althou^  hunters  make  up  most  of  the  existing  recreation  use,  the 
area  as  a  vAiole  has  relatively  low  production  potentied  for  game 

species, 

local  residents  r^»rt  that  they  use  the  area  for  hiking,  nature 
study,  and  general  dispersed  recreation.  The  size  of  the  WSA 
limits  toted  c^>acity  for  general  public  use  for  such  purposes. 

4.  Soecied  Features:  The  WSA  is  recognized  for  its  extraortiinary 

botanical  significance.  McDonald's  rock-cress  (Arabis 
maodoncddiana )  is  an  endangered  species.     The  plant  species  is 
found  only  on  Red  Mountain,  Mendocino  County,  v*iere  it  occurs  on 

both  public  and  private  land.  A  recently  ccarpleted  three-year 
stuc^  found  that  about  80  percent  of  the  known  population  density 

of  McDonald's  rock-cress  lies  within  an  approximately  two-square 
mile  cirea  in  the  central  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  species  is 
restricted  to  soils  currently  clcissif  ied  as  belonging  to  the 
Hiltabidel  Series,  v^ere  it  is  found  at  20  small  discrete  sites. 
Densities  of  the  species  at  these  localities  range  from  a  few 
plants  to  several  hundred.  There  are  scsne  interesting  wildlife 
^lecies  that  differ  from  those  in  the  general  region,  including 
mountain  lion  and  black  bear. 

The  WSA  also  sii^aports  the  entire  known  distribution  of  three  other 

plant  species.     They  are  Eriogonum  kellogcrii  (Kellogg 's 
buckvAieat) ,  Sedum  laxum  ssp.  eastwoodiae  (Red  Mountain  stonecrop) , 



and  Silene  ceanpoanulata  ssp.  caropanulata  (Red  Mountain  catxrhfly) 

and  eire  cxsnsidered  "candidate  species"  for  Federeil  listing  as 
threatened  or  endcingered. 

Hie  red  soils  an  Red  Mountain  are  different  from  cQniost  all  the 

other  red  soils  in  the  United  States  because  they  ocaitain  very 
high  OCTitent  of  ircxi,  cobalt,  and  nickel,  and  a  low  content  of 
many  nutrient  elements  needed  for  plant  grcwth.  These  soils  were 
first  identified  in  the  tropics  and  were  formerly  caLLled 
Laterites,  lateritic  soils,  or  Latasols,  New  they  are  clcissified 
in  the  soil  order  Q^dsols  if  the  subsurface  Oxic  horizon  meets 

several  specific  criteria.  If  the  oxic  horizon  is  less  fully 
developed,  they  are  classified  into  oxidic  families  of  other  soil 
orders. 

The  WSA  includes  the  feeding  territory  of  the  endangered  peregrine 
falcon.     The  golden  eagle  uses  the  area  on  a  more  regular  bcisis 
with  periodic  use  by  the  bald  eagle,  primarily  during  winter. 

Because  of  the  cumulative  importance  of  these  special  resource 
values,  the  VISA  and  adjacent  ELM  land  are  currently  designated  an 
ACEC/RNA. 

B.   Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.   Assessincf  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  by  ecosystems;  This  WSA  contians  6,244  acres  of  the 
Pacific  Forest/California  Mixed  Evergreen  ecosystem.  The  Red 
Mountain  WSA  WDuld  add  a  specicil  ecosystem  to  the  NWFS.  The  area 
is  ecologiccdly  unique  because  of  its  extraordinary  wealth  of 
unique  soils,  plants  eind  animals. 

TABLE  2  -  Ecosystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
ClcissificaticMi 
Domain/Province/FNV   

NWPS  Areas        Other  BEM  Studies 
areas    acres    areas    acres 

IfNTlOtMLDE 

Pacific  Forest/ 
California  Mixed  Evergreen 

Pacific  Forest/ 
Ccdifomia  Mixed  Evergreen 

5     433,107 

CALIFORNIA 

4       45,074 

34,431 

34,431 



2.   Expanding  the  cxxxprtunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation  within 

a  day's  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  populations  centers; 
The  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  four  major  pcpulaticai  centers. 
Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  designated  aureas  and  other 

BIM  stucfy  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  the  populaticxi  centers. 

TABLE  3  -  Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Populaticxi  Centers 

PopulatiOTi 
Centers 

NWPS  Acres 
areas acres 

Other  BIM  Studies 
areas   acres 

Ccilifomia 

Redding 

Santa  Rosa-Petcduma 
San  Francisco-Oakland 

Veille j  o-Napa-Fairf  ield 

14 
1,236,503 

11 344,633 
10 888,579 12 134,167 
39 4,473,002 

39 
565,614 

44 
4,832,667 

74 2,100,862 

3.   Balancing  the  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  arects;  This 
WSA  is  within  50  air  miles  of  three  designated  wilderness  areas. 
They  eire  the  North  Fork  Wilderness,  the  Chanchelulla  Wilderness 

and  the  Yolla  Bolly-Middle  Eel  Wilderness,  managed  by  the  Forest 
Service.  The  King  Range  WSA,  recoBmmended  for  particil-wildemess, 
and  the  Chemise  Mountain  WSA,  recommended  all-wilderness,  are  also 
within  50  air  miles. 

C.  Manaqeabil ity 

The  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness,  but  because  of  the  cirea's  size  and 
configuration,  and  presence  of  mining  claims  v4iich  may  have 
grandfathered,  valid,  existing  ri<^ts  covering  necurly  half  the  cirea,  it 

may  be  difficult  to  maintain  the  area's  margincil  wilderness  values. 
Several  mining  roads  cherry-stem  the  northern  part  of  the  WSA  f  ran 
private  property  and  from  other  roads  that  form  its  boundary.  Keying 
vehicles  out  of  this  part  of  the  WSA  is  difficult,  especially  vdien  the 

mining  claimant's  annual  assessment  work  includes  road  maintenance. 
Visitor  use  management  would  involve  attenpts  to  physiceilly  screen  the 
si^ts  and  sounds  of  unnatural  activities  by  encouraging  hikers  to  use 

the  Cedar  Creek  canyon  and  nearby  810-acre,  old-grcwth,  Douglas-fir 
forest.  The  abundance  of  trees  and  ste^  slopes  would  help  confine 

visitor's  viewsheds  and  reduce  nearby  noise  levels.  Opportunities  for 
solitude  could  decline  eis  the  number  of  visitors  increase  in  this  area. 

This  is  not  likely  to  occur  as  primitive  recreational  opportunities  cire 

essentially  non-existent.  One  can  hite  frcm  one  end  of  the  WSA  to  the 
other  in  four  hours. 

In  the  event  mining  did  occur,  it  would  be  almost,  if  not  iirpossible, 
to  prevent  these  lew  quality  wilderness  values  from  being  iirpaired  in 

the  short-term  throu^out  the  northern  half  of  the  WSA  because  of  the 
extensive  area  needed  for  an  open  bench  mining  operation.  Over  1,000 
acres  could  undergo  significant  disturbance  as  a  result  of  the  mining 
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and  processing  plant  facilities.  The  unique  botanical  values  that  make 
this  WSA  so  inportant  could  also  be  adversely  iirpacted  as  their 
locations  cire  virtually  coincident  with  the  mineralized  zone. 

Special  management  attention  is  afforded  the  area  throu^ 
inplementation  of  the  Red  Mountain  ACEC/RNA  Management  Plan  and  the 
Endangered  Species  Act. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well 
as  the  wilderness  resource. 

D.   Energy  and  Minerctl  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  information  kncvn  at  time  of  preliminary  suitability 

recQgnmendation :  The  Geologic-Energy-Minerals  (G-E-M)  Report 
pr^aared  in  1983  for  the  Red  Mountain  G-E^  Resource  Area  (G3RA) 
identified  the  centred  two-thirds  of  the  WSA  fron  north  to  south 
as  having  a  hi^  or  moderate  potential  for  the  occurrence  of 
nickel,  cctoalt  and  chrcmite  resources,  metals  determined  by  the 
Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency  as  both  strategic  and  critical 
(M^  2) .  The  eastern,  northwestern  and  southwestern  parts  of  the 
WSA  have  a  lew  potential  for  the  occurrence  of  these  and  all  other 
metallic  mineral  resources.  The  WSA  also  has  a  1cm  potential  for 
the  occurrence  of  uranium,  thorium,  nonmetallic  mineral  resources, 
oil  emd  gas.  There  are  no  mineral  material  sites  in  the  area,  nor 
cure  there  any  sodium  or  px>tassium  leases. 

2.  Summary  of  significant  new  mineral  resource  data  collected  since 
the  nonsuitability  recommendation .  vfcich  should  be  considered  in 
the  fined  recGgnmendation:  BLM  records,  as  of  Januciry  1988,  shew 
that  there  are  28  lode  claims  and  29  placer  claims  in  the  WSA. 

Information  gained  frcm  G-E-M  reports  and  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines 
(1983)  indicates  the  WSA  and  adjacent  private  lands  contain 
rcM^ily  30  to  40  million  tons  of  laterite  averaging  0.79  percent 
nickel,  0.06  percent  cobalt  and  1.42  percent  chromium.  All  U.S. 
proven  nickel  reserves  total  about  360,000  tons  in  lateritic 
materied  containing  0.8  percent  to  1.3  percent  nickel.  All  of 
these  reserves  cire  in  deposits  at  the  Riddle,  Oregon  mine,  vdiich 
closed  dcwn  in  1982  as  a  result  of  globed  econcmics. 



Table  4  -  Mining  Claims 

TYPE 
NO. 

SUITABLE  NONSUIT.  TOTAL 

AO^ES 

SUITABLE  NONSUIT.  TOTAL 

Mining  Claims 
Lode 0 28 28 0 560 560 
Placer 0 29 29 0 

1,160 1,160 
Mill  Sites 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Ttotal 
57 

57 

1,720 1,720 

E.   Impacts  on  Resources 

Hie  following  ocaonparative  inpact  table  summarizes  the  effects  on 
pertinent  resources  for  all  the  alternatives  considered,  including 
designation  or  nondesignation  of  the  entire  area  as  wilderness. 



Table  5  -  Comparative  Summary  of  the  Irrpac±s  by  Alternative 

JSBOB 

Rxposod  A±icn 

H^/?£EC  DEsigiatiai  tetairs) 

All-WilripyppcR 

ALt331ati^« 

WUdaTESB 

Ai:arft)LS 
ma±iTiidiarQ 
ani  Three 

'^GSrdkfabe 

EOart  ̂ Bcdfi^' 

Uiiqje 
\fegsbadcn 
Qnmiiitifis 

StBEOhead 

Etirkirg 
Vfeba: 

Ntb  cf  the  area  would  reaei^^  the  Fprdril  l^is- 
lattv«  pxtBcdcn  prcvidod  ty  wildFmess  deedg- 
ratkn.    The  area  as  a  vhdle  vdll  not  be  im- 
paiced,  but  thore  will  be  localized  areas 
(tobalirg  less  then  1  psroart  cf  the  VS^  vhare 
naburalrEEs  erd  cjpxtLnities  fcr  fldl  itirte  will 
be  iirpairBd.    AtlbI  raijnaal  aa^agrnat  wojc  ard 
fire  SLfpresBdoi  acdvitiEs  will  be  the  main 
source  cf  naytiv^  inpacbs.    Itsiti\e  inpacts 
wlLL  result  fixm  reseaiirg  aifaqaied  piLarts 
ard  reetrdctirg  the  use  cf  CHfe  ardmedBnical 

egjipiBlb. 

ALL  four  of  the  plsrt  FpRrrips  cf  oaTDEan 
reoei^«  net  mircr  pQsiti\^  irrpacts.    BaTefLts 
frcm  artificdal  seedirg,  prescribed  tajtnirg, 

ard  "various  msBTB  cf  probecticn  fcan  jt^sioal 
harm  will  be  partially  cortabalarrBd  ky 

inpacbs  frati  mdroal  asasEscErt,  fire  sifpres- 
sicn,  ard  ajthaduaed  aoasss. 

The  old-gccwth  HnTjIfy;  fir,  sar^±  cypress, 
M3«feb  q^poBBS,  ard  two  bogp  will  ren?iv^  net 
miner  bajeCits  fixm  increased  pxtectioi  irda: 
the  ftcpcsed  A±iai.    liipacbs  fcan  minaal 
arm  net,  ard  fire  sL^pressioi  activiti£s  will 

be  ooLrtohalarrEd  ty  ba-Efits  frcm  Isrd 
aogjisiticn  ard  redrBd  fire  hazaoii. 

Thare  will  be  modaate  pcsit±«  inpacbs  en  the 
sbeelhead  fidiay  fixm  hahitat  iitpra«ra±s  in 
Ctedar  Ctedc    Na^tL\e  inpacbs  frcm  siltaticn 
fion  such  activities  as  mdnirg  aRRRRFTOat:  will 

be  mostly  imctiaaebLe  ard  will  be  ooirfca?- 
balanoed  hy  baiefirnal  inpacts  fran  sudi 
activities  as  lard  aocpisiticn  ard  rari^: 

patrdls. 

ThaEwill  be  no  measurcfcile  inpact  en  driridng 
werbar  suipLies. 

Ibe  wildpmBss  "values  within  the  VBi 
ard  ame  adjaoat  laife  would  recEd\« 
the  Fprdal  legislative  probectien 
pxvided  ly  wildaress  desigiatioi. 

Hiipacts  to  wilderness -values  wolM  be similar  to  those  described  fcr  the 

Rxposed  A±icn,  mainly  ba:Ei.Bf?  amal 
mdnaal  afyFpf?ia±.  wctk  wnild  ocn- 

tiruB,  but  inpacts  would  be  1r=f; 
sBJEva  Yjsceleb  thoce  would  be  less 

use  of  "v^iclfy;  ardmactEnized 

egjipiolb. 

Net  baiefits  to  all  four  pHart  Fprnfy; 
cf  coTDatn  would  be  sLi^±ly  greabo: 
than  undar  the  ftcposed  A±icn  (miner 
to  nil Vy Hie)  IwHry.  cf  redxed "Vehicle  use. 

Net  baiefits  to  the  fiajr  irdqje 

^Myi  Hi  im  comLnities  would  be 
sli^±ly  greabar  then  irdar  the 
Hxposed  A±icn  (miner)  bnrFPRP  cf 
recicBd  ̂ ^licQfi  use. 

Inpacbs  en  the  sbeelhead  fidiay 
would  be  the  ssne  as  described  fcr  the 

Hxposed  A±ian,  oo^  that  thae 
would  be  sli^±ly  leEB  siltaticn 

becare  of  recjced  "v^iicle  use. 

Inpacts  en  drdridrg  wabEr  FiyplJFs 
wolM  be  the  SETE  as  irda:  the 

Rxposad  A±icn,  OD^tliatthas 
would  be  si  ifJTtly  leas  onLdiLinatien 
bGCELBB  there  would  be  less  axsien. 
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Tcfclfi  5  -  CtnpBQ3tive  SLrarary  of  the  Stpacts  ky  ALta3iati\e 

TFHFi 

KCpCBGa  AXKTl 
ALL-Wllfl=»1TRFF> 
ALteTHti\^ 

Mirnrg 

Rilrm 

Wildlife 

H=hitat 

Thore  will  Ihr  mly  mirrr,  lnmli?iRi  dishntrtrp 

riF  Htp  iniqiP  snils;  as  a  vJTn1*»  t+vy  will  nr+ 

Inprts  en  inirjje  Fnils  W3.ild  be  the 
same  as  uxtr  the  RrpcEed  A±icn, 

exjEft  that  thoE  wxdd  be  sili^±ly 

IfFR  Foil  dishirhrn?  hecai=»?.  of 
rFTimd  M=hiclp  if»?. 

liipacts  en  irardrg  wxild  be  the  sare 

te  affected. 

The  ftqxaed  A±i£n  vdll  ha«  itd  iinpoct  ai  tiie 

p±a±ial  fir-  iraniiig  within  the  VBV.    Mmaal as  irdar  the  Hrpcsed  A±icn  ec^t 
that  thaaa  wiild  be  the  inxrj^TiaTDe 

of  ro  'vdiinilar  arrFFR. 

ThoE  wxild  be  virtiBlly  no  mprts 

rrri-ly  flrri  Iphr  cmrrAert,  hit",  thp.  di  f  rP9mrF» 
will  net.  Itr  flnr^  tn  cimgR  ttiR  rnnit  of 

Thp  RrpTHS-l  Jkrt\cr\  urill  hFM=  m  TnpnHir-^'nia 
mpoct  ai  the  etfergared  peaiBgrirE  fi-iUxn. 

AlttriT^  «TP»ia  win  hP  mTT*-  pnKi1-i\*:»  prri 

rtyH[t.i\e  iiiprtR  tn  wildlife  h*)itRtt-.,  no 
cfvarpPi  f^MjnfirFft-  f^inrp  h->  ̂ rr«+  wildlife 

ppilftf-ifTRwill  nmir. 

en  the  erdBrgaoed  poregnrs  laUxn. 

Hitpacbs  en  ayailahle  wildlife  hehitat. 

wiild  be  ese=rt:ially  the  sans  as 
unda:  the  Rxposad  A±icn,  ocqjt 
that.  thFim  wfiild  bR  fwn  ifFK 

d is!  1  irl m  H I h  hub  < if  1 1  h  ̂ rd nbitim 

agairst  \^Tiailar  use. 

Loeal  Social  and  Economic  Considerations 

No  local  social  or  econcxnic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  Final 

EIS.  Iherefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  tcpic  will  occur  in  this 
dcx^jment. 

Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Ccanments 

Positions  e3q)ressed  by  the  general  public  and  most  interest  groups 
strongly  favored  wilderness  designation  vAiile  most  government  entities 

concurred  witii  the  non-^ildemess  recommendation.  Virtually  all  of  the 
comments  referred  to  the  Vcilue  of  the  minerals,  questioned  the  use  of 

the  term  "valid  mining  claims",  or  demanded  a  resolution  of  the  mining 
issue.  Of  tihe  149  ccinments  received  during  the  wilderness  inventory, 
most  of  the  comments  dealing  with  specific  inventory  exiteria  agreed 

with  the  Bureau's  designation  of  Red  Mountain  as  a  WSA.  Ccanments  on 
the  protecrtion  and  iirportane«  of  salmon  fisheries  habitat,  timber 
production,  rare  plants,  and  mining  potential  were  deferred  as  study 
phase  considerations.  Of  the  275  comments  received  for  the  purpose  of 
identifying  issues  and  alternatives  (seeping) ,  214  favored  wilderness, 
six  opposed  wilderness,  and  55  did  not  tate  a  position  on  wilderness. 
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A  formal  public  hearing  was  held  on  October  12,  1983,  in  Redway, 
California.  A  total  of  179  oonm^ents,  both  oral  and  written,  were 

received  during  the  90-day  public  coniment  period  for  the  Fed  Mountain 
DEIS.  Seventy-two  percent  of  the  ccatnments  received  favored  wilderness 
designaticMi,  four  percent  si^ported  the  ACEC/RNA  designation  and  four 
percent  opposed  wilderness,  Ihe  Ukiah  District  Advisory  Council  voted 

unanimcusly  for  the  non-wilderness  reconmendation. 

Iftiited  States  Congressman  Douglas  H.  Bosoo  reconmended  that  no  timber 

harvesting  occur  if  the  non-^ildemess  reocsnmendation  is  selected  by 
Congress.  California  State  Assemblyman  Dan  Hauser  favored  the  all- 
wilderness  cdtemative  and  reccnimended  that  BIM  conduct  validity 
examinations  on  the  mining  claims. 

Ihe  Mendocino  County  Board  of  Supervisors  favored  non-wilderness,  but 
were  against  BLM's  plan  to  harvest  timber  within  the  ACEC  boundary. 
They  reiterated  a  statement  in  the  Mendocino  County  General  Plan,  i.e., 

"No  permits  for  large-scale  mining  of  the  Red  Mountains  shall  be  issued 
by  the  County."  Ihe  California  Department  of  Water  Resources  favored 
tertporary  selection  of  the  Bureau's  non-wilderness  recommendation 
because  the  D^iartment  feels  the  Draft  EIS  contains  insufficient 

watershed  data  to  select  an  cdtemative  that  would  best  protect  on-site 
and  downstream  water  resources.  Ihe  Resources  Agency  of  California 
offered  no  coniment.  Ihe  California  D^jartment  of  Fish  and  Game 
requested  that  BIM  recognize  the  value  of  maintaining  habitat  for 
anadrcanous  fish.  Ihe  Environmental  Protection  Agency  classified  the 

Draft  EIS  as  category  ID-1  (Lack  of  ODJections  -  Adequate  EIS) . 
Concerns  were  expressed  by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  that 
herbicide  spraying  on  adjacent  private  lands  could  adversely  affect 
Arabis  populations.  Ihe  U.S.  D^xt.  of  Air  Force  supported  wilderness 
designation,  in  general,  provided  that  no  restrictions  cure  placed  on 
essential  military  overfli^ts. 
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Big  Butte 
CA-050-211 





BIG  EPFiE  wnjegjEss  grupy  area  fwsA) 

(CA-05Q-211) 

1.        THE  STODY  AREA 
2,558  acres 

Ihe  Big  Butte  WSA  is   located  in  Mendocino  and  Trinity  Counties,  California. 
The  nearest  tcwns  are  Covelo,  ten  miles  to  the  south,  and  Ruth,  fifteen 
miles  to  the  north.  Ihe  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  is  ̂ proximately  150  air 
miles  to  the  south.  The  WSA  is  ccaonprised  of  five  parcels  totalling  2,408 
acres  of  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BIM)  land  and  150  acres  of  private  land. 
The  study  area  is  adjacent  to  BIM  lands  that  form  the  western  and  southern 

boundary  of  the  Yolla  Bolly-^liddle  Eel  Wilderness  Area  (see  Map  1  and  Table 
1). 

The  WSA  boundary  is  defined  by  property  lines  and  physiograpiiic  features, 
such  as  major  ridges  and  streams  that  delineate  the  WSA  from  the  existing 
wilderness  area.  The  southernmost  parcel  is  nearly  two  air  miles  northwest 

of  the  most  prominent  landmark  in  the  Yolla  Bolly-Middle  Eel  Wilderness 
Area,  Castle  Peak.  The  central  parcels  are  situated  along  Li(^tning  Cairp 
Ridge.  The  northernmost  parcel  includes  a  narrow  strip  of  Federal  land  that 
straddles  the  upper  reaches  of  Antone  Creek. 

The  terrain  varies  from  moderately  ste^  canyons  to  relatively  flat,  but 
narrow  ridgetcps.  The  WSA  is  vegetat-ed  with  mixed  evergreen  forests  in  the 
drainages  and  chaparral  on  the  i:5:per  slopes  and  ridges.  Elevations  range 
from  3,000  feet  to  5,500  feet.  All  parcels  are  irregularly  shaped. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  202  of  the  Federal  land  Policy  and 
Ifenagement  Act  (FLFMA) .  Two  suitability  recommendations  were  analyzed  in 
the  Draft  and  Final  EIS  (California  Section  202  WSA) :  no  wilderness  and 

eill  wilderness.  A  particil-wildemess  reocmmendation  was  considered  but 
drofped  from  further  analysis  because  adding  portions  of  the  WSA,  vAiich  is 
adready  smcill  in  size,  to  the  adjacent  wilderness  area,  would  not  enhance 
wilderness  values  nor  would  it  create  a  more  definable  and  manageable 
wilderness  boundary. 

2.   REOCMMENEftTTON  AND  RATTONAIE  0   acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 

2,408   BIM  acres  recommended 
for  non-wilderness 

No  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  this  WSA.  The  entire  acreage  in 
this  WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  The  cill-wildemess 
cdtemative  is  considered  to  be  the  environmentally  preferable  alternative 
as  it  wcxild  result  in  the  least  change  from  the  naturcil  environment  over  the 

long-term.  This  alternative  will  be  inplemented  in  a  manner  vdiioh  will  use 
all  practical  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental  iitpacts. 



This  WSA  cxaisists  of  fragmented  parcels  of  public  land  adjacent  to  the 

existing  Yolla-Bolly-Middle  Eel  wilderness.  When  the  California  Wilderness 
Act  was  developed  in  1984  these  parcels  were  considered  for  wilderness  and 
excluded  from  the  designation  by  Congress,  the  current  reocaranendation  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation  is  consistent  with  this  earlier 
decision.  In  addition,  the  USFS  agrees  with  this  nonsuitable  wilderness 
reccmmendation . 

The  area  is  recosnmended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  for  the  follcwing 

reasons:  1)  the  area's  wilderness  values  are  lew;  2)  designation  of  these 
parcels  would  not  enhance  manageability  of  the  existing  adjacent  wilderness, 

and  3)  other  resource  uses  outwei^  the  area's  value  as  wilderness. 

The  WSA's  wilderness  Vcilues  are  low.  Portions  of  the  WSA  have  been  modified 
by  the  works  of  man.  The  Big  Butte  Road  passes  throu^  the  southern  parcel 
and  a  je^  trail  passes  throu^  the  northern  parcel.  There  are 
^^proximately  two  miles  of  routes  of  travel  within  the  area.  CiK»rtunities 
for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  are  not  outstanding.  These 

qpportunities  are  limited  by  the  cirea'  size,  sh^je  and  the  lack  of 
attractive  features.  There  are  no  special  features  within  this  WSA. 

Designation  of  this  area  as  wilderness  would  not  enhance  manageability  of 

the  adjacent  wilderness  area.  The  present  boundary  of  the  Yolla  Bolly- 
Middle  Eel  wilderness  is  either  a  ridge  line  or  creek.  This  boundary  is 
easy  to  identify  on  the  ground  and  enhances  manageability  of  the  area  as 
wilderness.  The  addition  of  this  WSA  would  change  the  boundary  to  legal 
subdivisions  vAiich  are  not  easily  identified  on  the  ground.  This  new 
boundary  would  be  more  difficult  to  administer. 

The  WSA  contains  an  estimated  17  million  board  feet  of  ocramercial  timber 

vdiich  may  be  available  for  harvest  if  the  area  is  not  designated  as 

wilderness.  The  timer  values  outweigh  the  area's  lew  wilderness  values. 



Table  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Sunmary  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 

BUM         (surface  and  subsurface)  2,408 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Iriholdincrs 

State  0 
Private  150 

Total  2,558 

Within  the  Recommended  Wilderness  BoundaTV  Acres 

BLM          (within  WSA)  0 
BUM          (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (outside  WSA)    0 
Total  BLM  Land  Recansnended  for  Wilderness  0 

Iriholdincrs 

State  0 
Private  0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Recognmended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BIM         (surface  and  subsurface)  2,408 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only)    0 
Total  BIM  Land  Not  Recaranended  for  Wilderness  2,408 

3.   CRITERIA  OONSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WimERNESS  RECOMMENDATIONS 

A.   Wilderness  Chcuracteristics 

1.   Naturalness;  The  WSA's  naturalness  has  been  changed  to  a  more 
man-made  appearance.  The  Big  Butte  Road,  authorized  for 
construction  by  BIM  in  1977  under  a  tenpDrary  ri^t-of-way  permit 
to  a  private  inholder  v*io  wanted  to  harvest  timber,  passes  throu^ 

the  southernmost  parcel  for  necirly  oner^half  mile.  Restoring  this 
road  so  the  area  again  appears  natural  will  be  a  difficult  task. 

Man's  iitprint  along  this  corridor  will  be  noticeable  for  at  least 
twenty  years. 
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i^roximately  90  percent  of  the  WSA  is  caarrently  grazed  by 

cattle,  producing  an  average  of  300  Animal  l&iit  Months  (AUM's)  per 
year.  The  hi^  percentage  of  WSA  acreage  being  grazed  continues 

to  degrade  the  area's  natural  vcLLues,  and  has  resulted  in  a 
substanticilly  noticeable  inprint  on  the  landscape. 

2.  Solitude;  Opportunities  for  solitude  in  the  Big  Butte  WSA  cire  not 
outstanding  because  the  small  size  and  irregular  shape  of  cill 
parcels  make  it  difficult  to  find  secluded  places.  Outside 
noises  frcm  vehicles  on  nearby  roads  and  timber  harvesting  on 

adjacent  private  prcperty  eire  frequent  and  detract  frcm  one's 
ability  to  feel  alone,  away  frcm  man's  activities.  Ihose  vAio 
visit  the  area  tend  to  travel  in  the  stream  bec3s  vAiere  they  eire 
screened  by  vegetation  and  the  sounds  of  running  water. 

Ihis  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  eis  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
(^Derating  cireas  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intnisions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  tenporary  effects  on  solitude 
v*iich  are  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the 
defense  pr^)aredness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unoonfined  Recreation:  No  outstanding  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconf ined  types  of  recreation  exist  in  this  WSA 
because  of  its  small  size,  limited  access,  and  absence  of 
attractive  landscape  features  or  unique  wildlife  that  mi^t  draw 
more  recreationists  into  the  area.  Estimated  use  is  less  than 

fifty  visits  per  year.  No  hiking  or  horseback  riding  trails  exist 
in  the  WSA,  and  none  are  planned.  Any  one  of  the  parcels  that 
conprise  the  Big  Butte  WSA  can  be  traversed  on  foot  in  less  than 
an  hour.  Antone  Creek  is  the  only  water  feature  that  could  offer 
limited  water-based  recreation  activities. 

4.  Specicil  Features;  None  exist  within  this  WSA. 

B.   Diversitv  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 

(NWPS) 

1.   Assessing  the  diversitv  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  bv  ecosystems;  This  VISA  contians  1,600  acres  of  the 
Pacific  Forest/Chaparral  and  808  acres  of  the  Pacific  Forest/Mixed 
Conifer  Forest  ecosystems.  The  Big  Butte  WSA  would  not  increase 
the  diversity  of  the  l^^pes  of  ecosystems  r^resented  in  the  NWPS. 



TABLE  2  -  Ecosystem  R^nesentaticai 

Bailey-Ruchler 
Classificaticai  NWPS  Area         Other  BIM  Studies 
Domain/Provinoe/FNV areas    acres areas acres 

NATIONWIDE 

Pacific  Forest/Chaparral 
Pacific  Forest/Mixed  C3nnifer 

Forest 

2      53,770 

2     141,008 

CALIFORNIA 

2 

0 

23,084 

0 

Pacific  Forest/Chc^arral 
Pacific  Forest/Mixed  Conifer 

Forest 

1  4,745 
2  141,080 

2 
0 

23,084 
0 

2.  Expandincr  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population 

centers;  Ihe  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  three  major 
population  centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of 

designated  cureas  and  other  BIM  stixfy  cirecis  within  a  five-hour 
drive  of  the  population  centers. 

TABLE  3  -  Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Population  Centers 

Population                NWPS  areas            Other  BLM  Studies 
Centers   eurecis   acres   arects   acres 

Ccilifomia 

Santa  Rosa-Petaluma 
San  Francisco-Oakland 

Valle j  o-Napa-Fairf ield 

3.  Bcilancincf  the  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas:  Ihis 

WSA  is  within  50  air  miles  of  five  designated  wilderness  areas. 
In  a  clockwise  direction,  beginning  to  the  north  is  the  adjacent 

Yolla  Bolly-Middle  Eel  Wilderness,  then  the  Trinity  Alps 
Wilderness,  the  Chanchelulla  Wilderness,  the  Sncw  Mountain 
Wilderness  and  the  North  Fork  Wilderness.  All  are  managed  by  the 
Forest  Service.  Also  within  50  air  miles  is  the  King  Range  WSA, 

reccsmmended  for  particLL-wildemess  and  the  Chemise  Mountain  WSA, 
reocnimended  for  cill-wildemess. 

10 888,579 12 134,167 
39 

4,473,002 
39 565,614 

44 4,832,667 
74 

2,100,862 



C.  Manageability 

The  W5A  is  manageable  as  wilderness,  but  because  of  the  area's  size, 
conf iguratiOTi  and  fact  that  its  boundary  follows  prcperty  lines 
instead  of  physiographic  features,  would  make  it  difficult  to  retain 
the  margined  wilderness  vcilues  that  currently  exist.  Ihe  outside 
si^ts  and  sounds  of  vehicle  use  on  nearby  roads  and  timber  harvest 
activities  on  adjoining  private  property  are  frequent  occurrences.  Few 
places  can  physically  screen  visitors  from  these  intrusions. 

Motorized  vehicles  used  to  maintain  grazing  develcpnents  would  be 
inoaoopatible  with  wilderness  management. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well 
as  the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  information  known  at  time  of  preliminary  suitability 
reccromendation :  The  geology  and  mineralization  of  the  Big  Butte 
WSA  is  described  in  the  Unit  Resource  Analysis  (URA)  bcised  on  data 
in  Mineral  Resource  Inventory  (MRI)  files  for  the  BIM  East 
Mendocino  Planning  Unit.  Ihe  MRI  data  in  the  Affected  Environment 
section  of  the  California  Section  202  Wilderness  Stucty  Areas, 
Draft  EIS  of  1987  indicated  that  the  WSA  has  a  low  potentied  for 
the  occurrence  of  manganese,  chrcmite  and  asbestos.  All  of  these 
minerals  have  been  described  as  critical  and  strategic  by  the 
Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency.  The  area  has  no  known 
potential  for  other  mineral  resources.  As  of  July  16,  1987,  there 
were  no  mining  claims  recorded  in  the  WSA.  No  oil  and  gas,  or 
geothermal  lease  applications  were  received  cis  of  February  11, 
1988. 

While  there  has  been  some  e>q)loration  for  chrcmite  within  the  WSA, 
there  has  been  no  mining  within  the  WSA,  with  only  limited 
production  in  the  genercd  area  outside  the  WSA. 

Manganese  d^xDsits  in  this  area  occur  in  discontinuous  lenses 
vAiich  rapidly  pinch  out  and  normally  have  low  volume.  Because  of 

this,  individual  d^xDsits  have  a  low  value  in  ̂ ite  of  the  ore's 
hi^  grade.  Mining  of  manganese  ore  in  the  general  area  has  been 
sporadic,  with  no  mining  in  the  Big  Butte  WSA. 

E}q)loration  for  asbestos  has  taken  place  within  the  WSA,  but  has 
not  resulted  in  any  actual  mining  development.  As  a  result  of  the 
low  volume  and  discontinuous  nature  of  the  d^xssits,  the  potentied 
for  minercd  devel(^xnent  is  considered  to  be  low. 

2.  Summary  of  significant  new  mineral  resource  data  collected  since 
the  nonsuitability  recommendation,  v^ch  should  be  considered  in 
the  final  recommendation;  Neither  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  nor 



that  U.S.  Geolcsgical  Survey  has  conducted  a  mineral  survey  for  the 
WSA.  Because  the  entire  MBA  is  considered  to  have  lew  minercLl 

potential,  no  mineral  resource  potential  n^  was  prepared. 
According  to  BUM  records  dated  March  25,  1988,  no  unpatented 
mining  claims,  mineral  sales  or  leases  exist  within  the  WSA. 

E.   Impacts  on  Resources 

The  following  comparative  iirpact  table  summarizes  the  effects  on 
pertinent  resources  for  all  the  cLLtematives  considered. 

Table  4  -  Comparative  Summary  of  the  Iirpacts  by  Alternative 

ISSUE-REIATED 
RESOURCES 

FRDPOSED  hCnOti 

(NO-WILDEI^NESS/NO  ACTIOti) 
ALLr-WIIDERNESS 
ALTERNATIVE 

Iitpacts  on 
Wilderness 
Values 

There  will  be  sli^t  inpacts 
to  wilderness  values  frcan  an- 

ticipated timber  harvest  activ- 
ities, test  planting  to  in- 
crease forage  production  for 

livestock,  and  continued  low 
level  of  motorized  recreation 

use  within  the  WSA.  t^  to  613 
acres  of  timber  land  could  be 
harvested  for  17  MMbf .  The 

perc^tion  of  naturalness  will 
be  reduced  on  i:?)  to  1,500  acres 

and  solitude  will  be  perio- 
dically disn^sted  as  a  result  of 

timber  harvest  activities  in- 
cluding road  construction.  A 

test  planting  of  native  and 
naturalized  species  to  increase 
forage  production  will  have  a 

short-term  innpact  on  wilderness 
values  with  1:5)  to  160  acres  of 
the  perc^jtion  of  naturalness 
irrpaired.  There  will  be  only 
negligible  impacts,  primarily 
on  solitude,  as  a  result  of  15) 

to  thirty  visitor  days  of  mo- 
torized recreation  use  and  in- 

frequent landowner  use  of  Big 
Butte  Road  for  access. 

Wilderness  designation  would 
have  a  sli^t  positive  benefit 
to  wilderness  values.  As  a 

result  of  precluding  timber 
harvesting  on  613  acres  and  a 

test  planting  to  increase  for- 
age production  as  well  as 

eliminating  thirty  visitor 
days  of  motorized  recreation 
use,  wilderness  values  would 

be  retained  and  sli^tly  en- 

hanced, particularly  natural- 
ness and  solitude,  ddition- 

ally,  long-term  protection 
from  unanticipated  future  ac- 

tions that  could  result  in 

potential  adverse  inpacts 
would  be  provided. 

8 



Table  4  -  Ccaooparative  Summary  of  the  Iirpacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

Impacts  on 
Timber 
Harvesting 

There  will  be  no  iirpact  on  tim- 
ber harvesting.  All  17  MMbf  on 

approximately  613  acres  will  be 
available  for  harvesting. 

Harvesting  of  i:?)  to  17  MMbf  of 
tiittoer  on  613  acres  would  be 

foregone  under  wilderness  de- 
signation. This  17  MMbf  re- 

presents less  than  5%  of  the 
Ukiah  District's  timber  base. 
There  would  be  a  minor  iirpact 

on  timber  harvesting  as  a  re- 
sult of  wilderness  management. 

Local  Social  and  Econoandc  Considerations 

No  IocclL  social  or  economic  considerations  were  identified  in  the 

Draft  EIS.  Therefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  tcpic  will  occur 
in  this  document. 

Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Ccanments 

Several  ccniments  were  received  during  the  wilderness  inventory  0iase. 

These  ccniments  addressed  the  area's  naturalness  and  man's  iirprint  on 
the  landsc^De  frcxn  peist  road  building,  grazing,  timber  harvest  and 

presence  of  man-made  structures. 

During  the  study  phase,  a  public  hearing  was  held  on  December  2,  1987 
in  Ukiah,  California.  In  response  to  both  oral  and  written  ccniments, 

two  issues  were  identified  for  detailed  analysis  in  the  EJraft  EIS  - 
inpacts  on  wilderness  values  and  impacts  on  timber  harvest. 

The  five  written  letters  received  during  the  conment  period  related 

specifically  to  the  protection  of  the  613  acres  of  old-grcwth 
Douglas-fir  forest  as  a  sanctuary  for  wildlife  species  such  as  spotted 
owls,  golden  eagles,  peregrine  falcons,  mountain  lions  and  black  bear. 

No  State  and  County  agency  or  political  jurisdictional  entil^  ccanments 
were  received  specific  to  this  WSA.  The  U.S.  Forest  Service  concurred 
with  the  Bureau's  no-wilderness  reccsnmendation. 
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■JM^tHtK  RIDGE  WnTEPWESS  STOEY  NEH  (WSAl 

(CA-050-212) 

1.        THE  SlUPy  AREA 
17,107  aca:^es 

The  Ihatcher  Ridge  WSA  is  located  approximately  160  miles  north  of  San 
Francisco  in  northeastern  Mendocino  County.  Ihe  VISA  includes  16,918  acres 
of  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BIM)  lemds  and  189  acres  of  private  land. 
There  is  no  split  estate  or  State  inholdings.  (see  Me^  1  and  Table  1) . 

The  WSA  is  bounded  en  the  ecist  and  south  by  the  Mendocino  Nationcil  Forest, 
USFS,  and  on  the  north  and  northeast  by  private  property.  It  is  bounded  on 
the  west  by  private  property,  with  Elk  and  Semhedrin  Creeks  just  outside  the 
southwest  boundcury. 

The  WSA  is  comprised  of  several  long,  brush  covered  ridges  {long  L>oe,  Horse 

Pasture,  Thatcher  and  Bentley) ,  with  the  WSA  running  in  a  north-south 
direction.  The  topogr^iiy  consists  of  relatively  flat  ridge  taps  with 

westerly- facing,  brush-covered  slopes.  Elevations  run  from  about  1,200  feet 
to  Thatcher  Buttes  4600  feet.  Vegetation  varies  from  dense  chaparreil/ 
chamise  to  a  few  small  open  grcissland/oal^  meadows.  There  cire  scnve  patches 
of  tiitiber  along  the  hi^ier  elevations  of  Hayshed  and  Thatcher  Creeks.  There 

are  two  small  timber-covered  areas,  containing  approximately  five  MMbf  of 
timber.  The  lower  elevations,  cdong  Elk  Creek  and  Sanhedrin  Creek,  are 
winter  range  for  deer. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FEfMA) .  Suitability  recommendations  were  analyzed  in  the 
Draft  and  Final  EnvircaTmentcil  Statement  for  the  Eden  Valley/Thatcher  Ridge 

WSAs.  A  summary  of  the  cu^ea's  wilderness  values  was  included  in  the  final 
EIS.  TVro  suitability  recommendations  were  analyzed  in  the  EIS:  cLLl 
wilderness  and  no  wilderness. 

2.   REO0MMENDATIC^S/RATTOriAI£ 0   acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 

16,918   BIM  acres  recommended 
for  non-wilderness 

No  wilderness  is  the  recoramendaticai  for  this  WSA.  The  entire  acreage  in  the 
WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  The  eill-wildemess 

alternative  is  considered  to  be  the  environmentally-preferred  cLLtemative  eis 
it  would  result  in  the  lecist  change  from  the  natural  environment  over  the 

long-term.  The  no-wilderness  cilt^mative  will  be  implemented  in  a  manner 
v*iich  will  use  cill  practiced  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental 
inpacts. 

The  primary  rationale  for  this  recommendation  is  the  area's  low  wilderness 
Vcdues.  This  WSA  consists  of  two  distinct  t:ypes  of  topogr^iiy.  The  north 
western  portion  of  the  area  contains  the  Eel  River  cind  the  majority  of  the 

area's  topographic  relief.  The  southern  t:wo-thirds  consists  of  a  series  of 
chaparral/chemise  covered  ridges.  Exc^rt:  for  the  river  corridor,  the  area 



does  not  have  outstanding  wilderness  values.  There  are  no  ̂ ^ecicd  or 

distinguishing  features  within  this  southern  two-thirds  vAiich  would  add  to 
the  NatiOTial  Wilderness  Preservaticai  System.  In  addition,  this  southern 
portion  has  been  affected  by  the  works  of  man.  Portions  of  the  aooea  have 

been  planted  with  non-native  grasses,  and  eleven  miles  of  firebreaks  extend 
down  most  of  the  ridges.  Several  of  these  firebreaks  traverse  the  slopes 
and  are  visible  from  the  hi<^Ter  elevations.  The  net  effect  of  these  iitpacts 
in  combination  with  limited  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive 
recreatiCTi  is  ein  area  with  lew  value  for  designation  as  wilderness. 

The  adjacent  U.S.  Forest  Service  (USFS)  lands  were  dropped  from  wilderness 
consideration  in  the  1984  California  Wilderness  Act.  The  USFS  agrees  with 
this  nonsuitable  recoaranendation  for  the  Thatcher  Ridge  WSA. 

The  river's  values  have  been  recognized  and  are  protected  by  the  Wild  cind 
Scenic  River  designation. 





Table  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Surranary  of  the  Stuc^  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 

BIM         (surface  and  subsurface)  16,918 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 

State  0 
Private  189 

Total  17,107 

Within  the  Recommended  Wilderness  Area  Acres 

BLM          (within  WSA)  0 
Bm          (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (outside  WSA)  0 

Toted  BLM  Land  Reccsnmended  for  Wilderness  0 

Inholdings 

State  0 
Private  0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BEM         (surface  and  subsurface)  16,918 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only)    0 

Total  BLM  Land  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness  16,918 

3.   CRITERIA  OONSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WILDERNESS  REOOMMENDftTION 

A.   Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.   Naturalness 

Generally  the  WSA  appears  to  have  been  affected  by  the  forces  of 
nature.  Human  influences  are  noticeable  in  the  southern  portion 
of  the  area  viiere  the  natural  condition  has  been  changed  by  land 

manipulaticais  such  as  drilling  cmd  planting  of  nc»i-native 
grasses.  In  addition,  approximately  eleven  miles  of  firebreaks 
extend  down  most  of  the  ridges  and  several  traverse  the  slcpe. 
These  f irebreate  eire  noticeable  v*ien  viewed  from  hi^er 
elevations. 

The  WSA  ccHitains  two  major  canyons  and  a  number  of  smaller  ones. 
The  middle  fork  of  the  Eel  River  has  formed  a  canyon  that  is  over 



600  feet  de^.  The  river  corridor  is  steep  and  nigged  and  is  an 
excellent  exairple  of  land  that  has  retained  its  natural  character. 

This  porticMi  of  the  Eel  River  has  been  designated  cis  'Vild"  under 
the  Wild  cind  Scenic  Rivers  Act. 

2.  Solitude 

Opportunities  for  solitude  are  available  throo^iout  the  WSA  but 
are  best  along  the  Middle  Fork  of  the  Eel  River.  Thatcher  Creek, 
Hayshed  Creek,  and  Doe  Canycxi  Creek  also  offer  opportunities  for 

solitude  but  their  proximity  to  firebreaks  and  the  occcisics'ial  use 
of  these  firebreaks  by  off-hi^iway  vehicles  limit  these 
cpportunities.  It  becomes  increasingly  difficult  to  find 
seclusic»i  in  the  VISA  fran  the  midslope  of  the  ridge  forming  the 
western  boundary  of  the  WSA  to  the  top  of  the  ridge  because  of  the 
lack  of  vegetative  screening  caused  by  seversd  fires  that  have 
occurred  in  recent  years. 

Ihis  WSA  is  periodically  overflcwn  by  military  aircraft  as  pcu:t  of 
the  nationcil  defense  mission  taldjig  place  in  c^proved  militcur^ 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  tertporcury  effects  en  solitude 
vdiich  cire  deemed  necessary  and  acc^>table  cis  a  part  of  the 
defense  pr^)ciredness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  or  Unconf  ined  Recreation 

The  Middle  Fork  of  the  Eel  River  offers  excellent  opportunities 
for  primitive  recreation  such  cis  v*iite  water  boating;  sport 
fishing  for  salmon,  steelhead,  and  trout;  wildlife  observatioi; 
eind  backpacking.  The  remainder  of  the  WSA  offers  limited 
oiportunities  because  of  its  narrcw  configuration  and  very  steep, 
brushy  slcpes. 

4.  Special  Features 

Bald  eagles  and  peregrine  feilcons,  both  classified  as  endangered 
species,  migrate  throu^out  the  area.  One  pair  of  peregrine 
falcons  is  kncwn  to  nest  in  the  area  to  the  west  of  the  WSA.  The 

Middle  Fork  of  the  Eel  River  flews  for  five  miles  throu^  the  WSA 

and  has  been  designated  a  "Wild"  river  under  the  Wild  and  Scenic 
Rivers  Act.  Ihe  Eel  is  a  major  salmon  cind  steelhead  ^>awning  and 
nursery  river. 

B.   Diversity  in  the  Nationcil  Wilderness  Preservation  Svstem 
fNWPS) 

1.   Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  bv  ecosystems;  This  WSA  contains  16,918  acres  of  the 
Pacific  Forest/Chcparral  ecosystem.  Ihe  Ihatcher  Ridge  WSA  would 
not  increase  the  diversity  of  the  types  of  ecosystesns  r^resented 
in  the  NWPS. 



TABLE  2  -  Eoosystean  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classificaticxi  NWPS  Areas        Other  BIM  Studies 

Domajj/Provinoe/FNV   Areas    Acres    Areas    Acres 

NATIONWIDE 

Pacific  Forest/Qi^jarral  2    53,770      2    7,766 

CAIJFORNIA 

Pacific  Forest/Clic^)arral  1     4,745       2     7,766 

2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 

within  a  day's  driving  tiine  (five  hours)  of  major  population 
centers:  The  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  three  major 
population  centers. 

TABLE  3  -  Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Population  C3enters 

PopulatiOTi  NWPS  Areas  Other  BIM  Studies 
Centers   ctreas   acres   areas   acres 

California 

Santa/Rosa/Petaluma  10  888,579  12  134,167 
Qiico  16  1,286,873  13  430,822 
Redding   14   1.236.503   11   344.633 

3.  Balancing  the  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas:  Ihere 
cire  two  BIM  WSAs  within  50  air  miles  that  are  reooaranended  for 

wilderness  designation  -  the  Chemise  Mountain  WSA  and  the  King 
Range  WSA  in  Southern  amiboldt  County  on  the  Pacific  Coast. 

C.   Manageability 

The  Thatcher  Ridge  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness. 

Private  prcperty,  if  develc^)ed,  could  detract  frcm  wilderness  values, 
depending  on  the  type  and  extent  of  development. 

The  management  of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  Eel  River  will  not  be 
particularly  enhanced  by  wilderness  designation. 

Militciry  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well 
as  the  wilderness  resource. 



D.   Erierciv  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Sumrrary  of  information  kncvm  at  the  time  of  preliminary 
nonsuitability  reconmendation:  The  energy  and  minercils  potentied 
of  the  Thatcher  Ridge  WSA  is  addressed  in  the  East  Mendocino 
Management  FrainewDrk  Plan  and  in  the  Eden  Valley/  Thatcher  Ridge 
Wilderness  Studfy  Areas  final  EnvirtMimentcil  Iirpact  Statement  (EIS) . 
Due  to  the  fact  that  the  area  was  deemed  unsuitable  in  this  EIS, 

no  BLM  Geology-Energy-Minerals  (G-E^i)  report  was  pr^>ared.  In 
lieu  of  a  G-E-M  r^»rt,  a  literature  search  was  made  in  order  to 
verify  the  findings  of  the  EIS. 

The  geology,  mineralization  and  lack  of  developonent  in  the 
Thatcher  Ridge  WSA  indicate  a  low  potentieLL  for  mineral  resources. 
The  area  has  potentieil  for  the  occurrence  of  cc^jper  and  manganese 
and  is  classified  as  being  pro^jectively  veiluable  for  geothermcil 
resources.  Also,  a  small  peirt  of  the  west  side  of  the  WSA  is 
classified  as  being  prospectively  valuable  for  oil  and  gas.  While 
there  is  potential  for  mineral  resource  occurrence  there  is  no 
indication  that  large  or  extractable  d^xDsits  eire  present  in  the 
WSA.  The  U.S.  Geological  Survey  (USGS)  and  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines 
r^xDrts  indicate  no  significant  mineral  deposits  in  surrounding 
U.S.  Forest  Service  (USES)  lands.  California  Division  of  Mines 
cind  Geology  indicate  little  industry  interest  in  the  genercil  area. 

The  USGS,  on  F^ruary  9,  1967,  classified  lands  in  the  Thatcher 
Ridge  WSA  as  being  prospectively  vcduable  for  geothermal 
resources.  Geothermal  indications  in  the  cirea  are  scarce.  There 

has  been  no  kncwn  geothermal  ejqjloration,  develcpnent  or 
production  in  the  WSA. 

The  UGGS,  in  November  1982,  classified  a  small  part  of  the  west 
side  of  the  WSA  as  being  prospectively  valuable  for  oil  and  gas. 
There  has  been  no  kncwn  esqjloration,  development  or  production  of 
oil  and  gas  in  the  WSA.  The  WSA  has  little  potential  for  oil  and 

gas. 
In  summary,  all  mineral  resource  potentials  within  the  Thatcher 
Ridge  WSA  are  considered  to  be  lew. 

2.  Summarv  of  significant  new  mineral  resource  data  collected  since 

the  nonsuitability  recommendation,  v^ch  should  be  considered  in 
the  final  reccannmendation:  No  U.S.  Geological  Survey  or  U.S. 
Bureau  of  Mines  mineral  surveys  were  conducted  for  the  Thatcher 
Ridge  WSA  because  the  area  was  reccanmnended  as  nonsuitable  for 
wilderness  designation.  Because  the  mineral  resource  potentied 
for  the  entire  WSA  is  considered  lew,  no  mc^  deleting  mineral 
potential  was  prqpared.  As  of  January  13,  1988,  there  were  no 
urpatented  mining  claims  recorded  in  the  WSA.  There  are  no  kncwn 
saleable  mineral  d^xjsits  in  the  WSA.  As  of  February  11,  1988, 
there  were  no  oil  and  gas  lease  applications  in  the  WSA. 



E.   Inpac±s  c»i  Resouroes 

Ihe  follcwing  table  summarizes  the  effects  on  pertinent  resouroes  for 

edl  edtematives  oc»isidered  including  designaticxi  or  nc»i-designaticsi 
of  the  entire  area  as  wilderness  (for  a  full  explanaticxi  of  this 
suRinaxy,  refer  to  the  Eden  Valley/Thatcher  Ridge  Wilderness  Final 
Envircximentcd  Inpact  Statement) . 

Table  4  -  Oacparative  Summary  of  the  Iirpacts  by  Alternative 

ISSUE-RELATED FRDPOSED  ACTION 

(NO-WIICERNESS/NO  hCTIOH) 

ALL-WIIDERNESS 
AETERNATIVE 

Inpact  on  Wilderness 
Values 

CH7  use  of  less  than  75 

visitor  days/year,  tinftjer 
harvest  cxi  670  acres,  amd 

mechanized  fire  si:^ress- 
ion  activities  would  have 

a  minor  inpact  on  the 
area's  wilderness  Vcilues. 
Prescribed  bums  would 

have  a  short-term  inpact 
on  the  natural  scene  but 
would  benefit  solitude  and 

peregrine  feilcon  foraging 
habitat.  Wilderness  values 
would  cilso  be  enhanced  by 
200  acres  of  ccmmercial 

tree  plantings. 

The  elimination  of  75 

visitor  days  of  CHV 
use,  timber  harvesting 
and  mechanized  fire 

suppressicai  activities 
would  have  a  minor 

positive  inpact  on  wil- derness values  for  the 

most  part.  The  prohi- biticHi  of  200  acres  of 

planting  would  have  a 
minor  localized  nega- 

tive inpact  on  the 

opportunities  for  soli- tude and  primitive  or 
unoonfined  recreation. 

IJipact  an  Riparian 
Habitat 

Inpact  on  Endangered 
Species 

Full  fire  suppression  with 

mechanized  equipment,  con- 
tinued OfN  use,  and  tiniber 

harvest  plus  the  noise  and 
surface  disturbance  cissoc- 
iated  with  these  uses 

have  a  minor  inpact  on 
three  miles  of  riparian 
habitat.  Habitat  would 

benefit  from  prescribed 

turning  because  of  the  re- 
duction of  fuel  loads  and 

the  incidence  of  castas- 
trcphic  wildfires. 

No  significant  inpact. 
Projected  ON  use  and  the 
noise  associated  with  this 

use  would  have  a  negligi- 
ble inpact  on  bald  eagles 

Elimination  of  75  visi- 
tor days  of  ON  use, 

recreation  developonent, 

and  prohibition  of 
tiniber  harvesting  on  670 
acres  reduce  human 
influence  and  have  a 

minor  positive  inpact  on 
riparian  habitat. 

Designation  would  elim- 
inate the  projected  75 

ON  visitor  use  days 
and  benefit  endangered 

species.  Prescribed 



Table  4  -  Oonparative  Summary  of  the  Impac±s  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

ISSUE-PEIAIED 
RESOURCES 

PROPOSED  ACnOI 

(NO-WIIDERNESS/NO  ACTION) 

ALL-WILDERNESS 
ALTERNATIVE 

and  the  pair  of  peregrines 
nesting  outside  the  WSA. 
Timber  harvest  would  have 

a  minor,  short-terra  impact 
but  would  benefit  pere- 

grines by  increcising  their 
foraging  area. 

burning  activities 

would  especially  bene- 
fit peregrine  falcons, 

increasing  foraging 
range. 

Iirpact  on  Anadronous  Fish 
Spawning  and  Nursery 
Streams 

Prescribed  bums  and 
limited  timber  harvest 

activities  may  cause  ero- 
sion and  siltation  v^iich 

would  have  a  minor,  short- 
term  negative  inpact  on 
three  miles  of  anadronous 

fish  spawning  and  nursery 
streams.  Effects  would  be 

minimized  by  required  man- 
agement actions  regulating 

harvest. 

The  elimination  of  75 

visitor  days  of  OtN  use 
on  11  miles  of  trails 
and  firebreate  and  670 

acres  of  timber  har- 
vesting would  reduce  the 

possibility  of  increased 
erosion  from  surface 

disturbance  and  silta- 
tion and  having  a  small 

positive  irrpact  on  ana- drcmous  fish  spawning 

and  nursery  streams 
These  streams  may  be 
inpacted  by  prohibiting 
triee  planting  in 
disturbed  areas  in  the 
drainage. 

Iirpact  on  Timber 
Management 

670  acres  (5  MMbf)  of 

Douglas-fir  foregone.  Re- 
planting of  200  acres  pro- hibited.   

5  MMbf  of  Douglas-fir 
foregone.  Ri^lanting  of 
200  acres  prohibited. 

Local  Social  and  Economic  Considerations 

No  loccil  socicil  or  eooncanic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  final 

EIS.  Therefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  topic  will  occur  in  this 
document. 

Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Coaonments 

Several  comments  were  received  during  the  wilderness  inventory  phase. 

These  comments  generally  sij^ported  the  Bureau's  decision  to  include  the 
area  for  further  stucfy  and  recommended  all-wilderness. 

During  the  study  phase,  a  public  hearing  was  held  in  Ukiah,  California. 
During  the  public  hearing  and  comment  period,  20  written  comments  were 

received,  and  nine  individuals  testified  at  the  hearing.  Ninety-five 
percent  of  the  comments  supported  eill-wildemess. 
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The  Mendocino  County  Board  of  Si:?)ervisors  endorsed  the  preferred 

ciltemative  (no-wilderness) ,   and  the  Mendocino  C3ounty  Public  Works 
requested  more  clarification  on  possible  impacts  to  county  roads  if  the 
cirea  were  added  to  the  NWFS. 

Ihe  Nationcil  Park  Service  questioned  the  potential  inpacts  frcm  logging 
and  CXlVs  on  the  wild  status  of  the  Eel  River  and  on  cultural  resources. 

During  informal  discussions  with  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
(FWS) ,  concerning  WSAs  vdiere  endangered  ^)ecies  are  present,  FWS 
indicated  their  belief  that  prior  to  any  management  actions  that  may 
affect  any  potentially  eligible  threatened  or  endangered  species. 
Section  7  consultation  would  be  required. 

The  Environmentcil  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  categorized  the  DEIS  EC-2, 
environmental  concerns  -  insufficient  information,  because  mitigation 
measures  for  potential  inpacts  to  water  quality  and  beneficicil  uses 
were  not  fully  addressed. 

10 



Eden  Valley 
CA-050-214 





FRRW  VATJKV  WTTnFTaqESS  SrUDI  AREA  (WSA) 

(CA-050-214) 

1.        THE  STOPy  AREA 
6,485  acres 

Ihe  Eden  Valley  WSA  is  located  in  eastern  Mendocino  County,  California, 
^Dproximately  100  miles  north  of  San  Francisco.  The  WSA  includes  6,166 
acres  of  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (HLM)  and  319  acres  of  private  land  (see 

Map  1  and  Table  1) .  There  eire  no  split  estate  or  State-cwned  lands.  The 
WSA  boundary  follows  property  lines  and  is  surrounded  by  private  properties 
exc^±  for  some  U.S.  Forest  Service  (USFS)  lands  on  the  south.  The  area 
lies  between  Elk  Creek  and  Bennett  Valley  on  the  east  and  Eden  Valley  and 
Eden  Valley  Creek  on  the  west.  The  WSA  is  bounded  by  a  small  parcel  of  BIM 
land  and  private  land  to  the  north. 

^proximately  95  percent  of  the  WSA's  vegetation  was  destroyed  by  a  wildfire 
in  August  1987.  While  the  area's  vegetation  has  been  changed  by  fire,  it  is 
expected  that  vegetation  typical  of  the  area  (thick  brush,  a  few  grassy 
meadcws,  hardwoods  and  a  few  cypress  mixed  with  conifers)  will  soon 

re-establish.  De^  Hole  Canyon  offers  scsne  topographic  relief,  with  the 
rest  of  the  WSA  shewing  little  relief. 

The  WSA  was  studied  imder  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLFMA) .  TVro  ciltematives  were  analyzed  in  the  Draft  and 
Final  Environmental  Iitpact  Statement  (EIS)  for  the  Eden  Valley/Thatcher 
Ridge  WSA.  There  cure  two  cilteamatives  analyzed  in  the  EIS:  all  wilderness 
and  no  wilderness  (the  preferred  alternative) . 

2.   REOOMMENDATTON/RAriONAIE 0   acres  reccmmended 
for  wldemess 

6,166   BLM  acres  recommended 
for  non-wilderness 

No  wilderness  is  the  reccanmendation  for  this  WSA.  The  entire  acreage  in 
this  WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  The  all-wilderness 

edtemative  is  the  environmentally-preferable  alternative  as  it  would  result 
in  the  least  change  from  the  natural  environment  over  the  long-term.  The 
preferred  alternative  will  be  iirplemented  in  a  manner  v*iich  will  use  all 
practiced  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental  iirpacts. 

While  the  WSA  possesses  wilderness  characteristics,  they  are  not  of 
sufficient  quality  to  reccmmend  inclusion  in  the  National  Wilderness 
Preservation  System  (NWPS) .  With  the  exc^jtion  of  De^  Hole  Creek,  there  is 
little  topographic  relief  and  most  of  the  cirea  is  covered  with  heavy  brush, 

making  use  difficult.  There  will  be  a  period  of  a  few  years  (5-10)  v*ien  the 
eirea  will  be  more  accessible  because  of  the  1987  bum,  but  as  thick 
vegetation  returns,  the  area  will  be  largely  inaccessible.  Due  to  its  size 
and  lack  of  open  space,  there  is  little  c^portunity  for  quality  solitude 
experiences  J   most  users  would  be  concentrated  in  limited  geographical  areas. 
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There  eore  no  unique  values  or  special  features  that  set  this  WSA  apart  f rem 
other  public  lands. 

TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Stud/  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area 

BIM         (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only) 

Iriholdinqs 

State 
Private 
Total 

Acres 

6,166 0 

0 
319 

6,485 

Within  the  Reccanmended  Wilderness  Boundary 

BIM  (within  WSA) 
BIM  (outside  WSA) 
Split  Estate  (within  WSA) 
Split  Estate  (outside  WSA) 

Total  BIM  Land  Recommended  for  Wilderness 

Inholdincfs 

State 
Private 

Acres 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

within  the  Area  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness 

BIM         (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only) 

Totcil  BIM  land  Not  Reccramended  for  Wilderness 

Acres 

6,166 

  0 

6,166 

3.   CRITEI^IA  OONSIDEI^ED  IN  DEVEIDPING  IHE  WIIDERNESS  REOCMMENDATiar 

A.   Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.   Naturalness:  The  Eden  Valley  WSA  generally  appears  to  have  been 
affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  human  influences 
unnoticeable  for  the  most  part.  One  major  canyon  is  within  its 

border — De^  Hole  Creek.  This  canyon  vAiich  contains  ste^, 
forested  terrain,  averages  between  200  feet  and  400  feet  de^. 



Most  of  the  existir^  human  inprints  in  the  Eden  Valley  WSA  are  the 
five  miles  of  firebreaks  and  rugged  Je^  trails  along  several 
ridges  and  dispersed  throu^out  the  area.  These  intrusions  are 
minor  inprints  on  the  landscape  and  are  substantially 
unnoticjeable. 

2.  Solitude:  Opportunities  for  solitude  are  available  throu^out  the 
WSA  because  of  the  tcpografiiic  variations  and  vegetative 
screening.  Deep  Hole  Creek,  vAiich  bisects  the  WSA  in  a 

north-south  direction,  offers  the  best  qfportunity  for  seclusion 
and  a  feeling  of  isolation  because  of  its  ste^  hillsides  and  the 

abundance  of  Douglas- fir  along  the  drainage. 

Ihis  WSA  is  periodically  overflcwn  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  nationsil  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areas  and  flight  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  tenporary  effects  on  solitude 
vdiich  are  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the 
defense  preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  or  Unconfined  Recreation:  Ihe  area  offers  limited 

opportunity  for  users  to  participate  in  primitive  or  unconfined 
recreational  activities  such  as  hiking,  fishing  and  hunting. 

Jftich  of  the  area  is  covered  with  very  dense,  lew-lying  brush 
forming  natural  barriers  that  restrict  human  movement  within  the 
area.  Visual  amenities  are  minimal  due  to  tcpographic  uniformity 
and  landform  characteristics. 

4.  Specictl  Features:  Bald  eagles  and  peregrine  falcons,  both 
classified  as  endangered  species,  migrate  throu^  the  area.  One 
pair  of  peregrine  falcons  is  kncwn  to  nest  in  the  area  north  of 
the  WSA.  Elk  Creek,  located  in  the  northeastern  portion  of  the 
WSA,  is  a  major  saliton  and  steelhead  spawning  and  nursery 
tributary.  Deep  Hole  Creek  is  a  productive,  small  stream, 
primarily  for  steelhead  and  resident  rainbow  trout. 

B.   Diversity  in  the  Natural  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.   Assessincf  the  diversity  of  natural  svstems  and  features  as 
represented  bv  ecosystems:  Ihis  VGA  contains  6,166  acres  of  the 
Pacific  Forest/Chaparral  ecosystem.  Wilderness  designation  of 
this  WSA  would  not  add  an  ecosystem  not  r^resented  in  California. 
It  is  r^resented  by  several  areas  alreacty  included  in  the  NWPS. 



TABLE  2  -  EcxDsystem  R^resentatic»i 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas        Other  BIM  Studies 

DoimaiiyProvince/FtjV   areas   acres   eireas   acres 

NATiaJWIDE 

Pacific  Forest/Qiaparral  2     53,770      2     18,518 

CMJFORNIA 

Pacific  Forest/Ch^)arral  1      4,745       2    18,518 

2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreatioi 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  manor  populations 

centers.  The  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  three  major 
pc^xjlation  centers. 

TABIE  3  -  Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Population  Centers 

Population               NWPS  Acres            Other  BIM  Studies 
Centers   areas    acres   areas    acres 

California 

Santa  Rosa/Petaluma         10        888,579     12       134,167 
Qiico  16       1,286,873      13       430,822 
Redding  14       1,236,503     11       344,633 

3.  Balancing  the  geogra]±iic  distribution  of  wilderness  eireas;  The 
Eden  Vcilley  WSA  would  not  contribute  to  balancing  the  geogrc^iiic 

distribution  of  areas  within  the  NWPS.  The  Yolla-Bolly-^Iiddle  Eel 
Wilderness  and  North  Fork  Wilderness  lie  21  and  35  miles, 
respectively,  to  the  north,  and  Snow  Mountain  Wilderness  is  15 
miles  to  the  southeast. 

C.   Manageability 

Ihe  Eden  Valley  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  Because  of  lack  of 
access,  both  administrative  and  public  use  will  be  low,  and  Bureau 
presence  will  be  held  at  a  minimum.  The  lack  of  esqjloitable  resources 
considerably  reduces  the  likelihood  of  inpairment  of  wildemess  values. 

The  proximity  of  private  land  could  result  in  sane  use  of  of  f-hi^iway 
vehicles  in  the  area.  Hcwever,  this  use  will  be  minimal  due  to  the 
lack  of  roads  and  trails,  and  dense  vegetaticai.  The  minor  grazing  (27 

AUMs)  and  lack  of  range  irtprovements  do  not  affect  the  eurea's 
manageability  for  wildemess. 



Military  C3verfli<^ts  in  this  WSA  inust  be  c»nsidered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well 
as  the  wilderness  resource. 

Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Sumroarv  of  information  kncwn  at  time  of  preliminary  nonsuitability 
reccamnendat ion :  The  energy  and  minerals  potential  of  the  Eden 
Valley  WSA  is  addressed  in  the  Eden  Valley/Ihatcher  Ridge 
Wilderness  EIS  (1987)  and  the  East  Mendocino  Management  Framework 

Plan  (1975) .  Due  to  the  fact  that  the  WSA  was  deemed  non-suitable 
in  the  EIS,  no  BIM  Geology-EnergyHMinerals  (G-E-M)  r^»rt  was 
cooopleted.  In  lieu  of  a  G-E-M  r^xDrt,  a  literature  search  was 
made  in  order  to  verify  the  finding  of  the  EIS. 

Ihe  geology,  minereilizatiOTi  and  lack  of  develc^xnent  in  the  Eden 
Valley  WSA  indicate  a  lew  potential  for  mineral  resources.  Based 
on  kncwn  occurrences  of  minerals  from  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  and 

U.S.  Geological  Survey  (USGS)  studies  on  adjacent  U.S.  Forest 
Service  land,  it  has  been  determined  that  the  area  has  potential 
for  the  occurrence  of  copper,   manganese,  chranite,  platinum  and 
coal.  However,  there  is  no  indication  that  large  or  extractable 
deposits  are  present  in  the  WSA.  Historically,  there  has  been  no 
exploration  or  industry  interest  in  any  of  these  minerals  within 
the  WSA.  The  lew  quality  of  the  coal  and  the  size  of  the  d^xjsit 
do  not  make  it  econcmically  feasible  to  mine.  As  of 
January  23,  1988,  there  were  no  mining  claims  recorded  in  the  WSA. 

Ihe  USGS,  on  February  9,  1967,  classified  the  lands  in  the  eastern 
half  of  the  Eden  Valley  WSA  as  being  prospectively  valuable  for 
geothermal  resources.  No  hot  springs  or  other  geothermal  indicia 
are  kncwn  to  occur  in  the  immediate  cirea.  As  of  February  11, 
1988,  there  were  no  geothermal  lease  afplications  within  the  WSA. 
There  has  been  no  geothermal  exploration,  develcpment,  or 
production  in  the  WSA. 

As  of  February  11,  1988  there  were  no  lease  applications  within 
the  WSA  for  oil  and  gas.  The  WSA  has  little  to  no  potential  for 
oil  and  gas.  There  are  no  knewn  seileable  mineral  d^xDsits  in  the 
WSA. 

In  summary,  all  minercil  resource  potentials  within  the  Eden  Valley 
WSA  are  considered  to  be  lew. 

2.  Summary  of  significant  new  mineral  resource  data  collected  since 
the  nonsuitability  decision  v^ch  should  be  considered  in  the 
final  recommendation:  Due  to  the  reocsnmendation  of  nonsuitability 
for  wilderness  designation  neither  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  nor 
the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  has  conducted  a  minercLL  survey  for  the 
Eden  Valley  WSA.  Because  the  entire  WSA  is  considered  to  have  lew 



minereil  potentied,  no  mireral  resourcse  potentieLl  map  was  pr^>ared 
for  the  WSA.     According  to  the  BIM  reoorcte  dated  March  25,   1988, 
no  unpatented  mining  claims  exist  within  the  WSA. 

E.   Impacts  on  Resources 

Ihe  follcwing  table  suranarizes  the  effects  on  pertinent  resources  for 
all  alternatives  considered  including  designation  or  nondesignation  of 
the  entire  area  as  wilderness.  (For  a  full  ejqslanation  of  this 

summary,  refer  to  the  Eden  Valley-Thatcher  Ridge  Wilderness  Final 
EnvircMTmentcd  Impact  Statement.) 



Table  4  -  Oonpcurative  Summary  of  the  Iiipacts  by  Alternative 

ISSUE-REIAIED 
RESCORCES 

FRDPOSED  ACnC»I 
(No-wildemess/NO  ACTION) 

ALI>WIIIM?NESS 
AKFERNATIVE 

Iirpacts  on  Wilderness 
Values 

As  a  result  of  the  pro- 
jected 50  visitor-days 

annucLLly  in  of  f-hi^iway 
vehicle  use,  prescribed 
bums  on  approximately  150 
acres  and  the  small-scale 
mining  develqpment,  there 
would  be  a  minor  iirpact  cai 
naturalness,  opportunities 

for  solitude,  and  primi- 
tive or  unoonf  ined  recrea- 
tion on  less  than  5%  of 

the  area's  6,166  acres. 
There  would  be  no  signifi- 

cant iitpact  on  the  De^ 
Hole  Creek  Canyon  or  on 

the  bcild  eagle  or  pere- 
grine falcon. 

All  wilderness  values 
in  the  area  would  be 

retained.  The  area's 
naturalness  and  oppor- 

tunities for  solitude 

and  primitive  or  unoon- f ined  recreation  would 
receive  a  minor  benefit 
f  rem  the  closure  of  the 

area  to  25  visitor-days 
of  OkN  use  and  minercil 

e35)loratiorv'developinent . 

Hcpact  on  Sensitive 
Plant  Species  Habitat 

Full  fire  sij^ression  and 
the  projected  50  visitor 
days  of  ON  use  and  the 
surface  disturbances 
cussociated  with  these  uses 

would  have  a  sli^t  ad- 
verse effect  but  would  be 

mitigated  by  excluding 

these  surface-disturbing 
activities  once  a  field 

inventory  is  ccanpleted. 

Designation  would  have 
a  very  minor  positive 
iitpact  by  precluding 
OHV  use  and  full  fire 

suppression.  Increased 
non-motorized  use  would 

have  no  significant  im- 
pact on  these  species. 

Ijopacts  on  Endangered 

^)ecies 

Bald  eagles  and  peregrine 

fcilcons  would  be  negligi- 
bly iirpacted  by  the  noise 

and  surface  disturbance 
associated  with  occasional 
CHV  and  nonmotorized  use. 
Prescribed  bums  would 

have  a  very  minor  short- 
term  iirpact,  but  would 
enlarge  foraging  areas, 
thereby  enhancing 

peregrine  falcon  habitat. 

Minor  beneficial  inpact 
on  the  bald  eagles  and 

peregrines  from  closure 
of  area  to  vehicles  and 
mining  activity. 

P.   loced  Socied  and  Economic  conditions 

No  loccil  socled  or  economic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  final 

EIS.  Therefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  topic  will  occur  in  this 
document. 
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ROCKy  CREEK  -  CRCHE  CREEK  WTTnRRMRCK  STOPy  AREA   fWBA) 

(CA-050-317) 

1.  THE  SIUDY  AREA 35,019  Acres 

•Hie  Rocky  Creek  -  Cache  Creek  WSA  includes  33,561  acres  of  BEM  administered 
public  lands,  four  parcels  of  privately  cwned  land  totciling  approximately 
1,275  acres  and  183  acres  of  State  lands.  There  are  no  split  estate  lands 
(see  Map  1  and  Table  1) . 

This  WSA  is  bounded  by  private  or  state  cwned  lands.  Exc^jt  for  two  short 
portions  of  Je^  road  cLLcaig  the  south  and  southeast  boundary,  the  WSA 
boundary  follows  property  lines. 

The  prominent  feature  of  the  WSA  is  Cache  Creek  vAiich  runs  in  a  west-to-east 
direction  and  forms  a  rugged,  steep-sided  canyon  through  most  of  the  study 
area.  The  ste^  canyon  walls  occcisionally  c^jen  to  broad,  grassy  cpenings 
with  scattered  valley  oaks.  Numerous  steep,  side  drainages  also  meet  cilong 
Cache  Creek,  including  Trout  Creek  and  Rocky  Creek.  The  remainder  of  the 
WSA  is  dominated  by  rolling,  chaparral  covered  hills.  Elevations  range  from 
800  feet  along  Cache  Creek  to  3,196  feet  along  the  ridge  summits. 

i^roximately  25  percent  of  the  public  land  within  the  WSA  has  been 
designated  an  Area  of  Critical  Environmental  Concern  (ACEC) /Research  Natural 
Area  (RNA) . 

The  WSA  lies  entirely  within  the  Clear  Lake  National  Coqperative  Land  and 
Wildlife  Management  Area,  established  June  7,  1962,  Ccdling  for  coc^jerative 
management  by  the  BLM  and  California  D^Dcirtinent  of  Fish  &  Game. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLEMA)  and  was  included  in  the  Clear  Lake  Resource  Area 
Management  Framework  Plan  Amendment/Environmental  Iirpact  Statement  (EIS) 

vAiich  was  final  in  October  1986.  An  additional  1526-acre  tract  adjacent  to 
the  WSA  along  Cache  Creek  and  in  Wilson  Vcilley,  acquired  after  the 
wilderness  inventory,  was  included  in  the  study  process  under  authority 
granted  in  Section  202  of  FLFMA.  There  were  three  alternatives  analyzed  in 
the  EIS:  1)  all  wilderness;  2)  partial  wilderness  v*iich  would  have 
designated  91  percent  of  the  WSA  as  wilderness;  and,  3)  no  wilderness,  v*iich 
is  the  prcposed  action. 

2.   RECOMMENDRTKaJS  AND  RATIOIAIE 

33,561 

acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 
BLM  acres  recommended 

for  non-wilderness 

No  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  this  WSA,  as  well  as  the  acquired 
acrreage.  The  entir^e  acreage  in  this  WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than 
wilderness.  While  the  cill-wildemess  alternative  is  the  environmentally 
preferable  alternative,  any  develc^xnent  that  may  occur  within  the  WSA 
boundary  will  be  inplemented  in  a  manner  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental 
inpacrts. 



The  decision  atteirpted  to  balance  the  area's  values  with  the  needs  for 
intensive  management  not  permitted  if  designated  wilderness.  In  the  end, 
the  fined  nonsuitable  reccnimendation  is  based  an  the  following:  1)  the 

existing  mining  claims  could  iropair  the  area's  wilderness  values;  2) 
wildlife  species  of  special  concern  in  the  area  require  aggressive  wildlife 
management,  and,  3)  BLM  can  manage  the  special  resources  of  the  area  with 
other  designations. 

^proximately  one-third  of  the  WSA  is  covered  with  over  550  mining  claims. 
Seme  of  these  claims  could  be  found  to  possess  valid  existing  ri^ts. 
Claims  with  valid  existing  ri^ts  can  be  develcped  consistent  with 
wilderness  designation  and  could  impair  wilderness  values.  Developonent  of 

these  claims  could  significantly  cilter  BIM's  capability  to  manage  the  cirea 
cis  wilderness. 

The  area  supports  a  herd  of  500  Tule  elk,  a  California  sensitive  species. 
Management  of  these  elk  by  the  State  D^>artment  of  Fish  &  Game  requires 
aggressive  actions  such  as  habitat  manipulation,  conversion  of  areas 
dominated  by  thistle  to  grasses,  and  develqpirent  of  a  d^)endable  water 
system.  Wilderness  designation  would  prc*iibit  caonpletion  of  these  projects 
vAiich  cannot  be  done  without  mechanized/notorized  equipment. 

To  protect  the  unique  values  of  Cache  Creek,  nearly  8,200  acres  of  the  WSA 
have  been  designated  as  an  Area  of  Critical  Environmental  Concern.  This 

will  both  protect  resources  and  cillow  continued  management  of  tlie  cirea's 
unique  values. 
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TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acareage  Summary  of  the  Stuc^  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 

BIM         (surface  and  subsurface)  33,561 
Split  Estate  (ELM  surface  only)  0 

InholdincTs 

State  183 
Private  1.275 

Total  35,019 

Within  the  Recomimended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 

Bm          (within  WSA)  0 
BIM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BLM  Land  Recotimended  for  Wilderness  0 

Inholdinqs 

State  0 
Private  0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BIM         (surface  and  subsurface)  33,561 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only)    0 
Total  BIM  Land  Not  Reccaratvended  for  Wilderness  33,561 

3.        CRITERIA  OQNSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WIIJDEI^NESS  REOCM^EJOVnaJS 

A.   Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.   Naturalness;  The  WSA  generally  retains  its  natural  condition. 

However,  since  the  ccetrpletion  of  the  Intensive  Inventory,  approx- 
imately 2.5  miles  of  firebreaks  30-feet  wide  were  constructed  to 

control  two  large  wildfires  in  1981.  While  visible,  these  fire- 
breaks cire  slowly  regaining  their  natureil  state.  In  the  Perkins 

Creek  area,  grazing  lease  develcptvents  have  led  to  vegetative 
conversion  and  develc^xnent  of  roads,  gates,  cattle  guards,  water 
develcpment  and  fences.  Ihese  grazing  operations  would  be  allowed 
under  wilderness  designation.  Approximately  two  percent  of  the 

WSA's  naturalness  has  been  adversely  inopacted. 



2.  Solitude:  The  WSA  possesses  outstanding  c^^xsrtunities  for 
solitude.  Itie  size,  configuration,  mixed  vegetation  patterns, 
and  broken  tcpography  all  pranote  a  sense  of  solitude  and 
seclusion  in  the  WSA. 

This  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  teroporary  effects  on  solitude 
v^ch  are  deemed  necessary  and  acc^jtable  as  a  part  of  the 
defense  pr^)aredness  of  the  naticai. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconf  ined  Recreation  Ihe  Cache  Creek  WSA  offers 

excellent  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconf  ined  recreation. 
The  WSA  size  and  tcpograjAiic  features  (creeks,  canyons,  ridge 

tcps)  cillcw  the  hiker  airple  cpportunity  to  enjoy  the  area's  near- 
natural  conditions.  Non-motorized  v*iite-water  rafting  is 
available  and  the  scenery  of  this  lew  elevation  country  is 
unmatched  in  northern  California. 

4.  Special  Features  The  WSA  offers  five  inportant  special  fea- 
tures. These  are:  1)  the  large  winter  concentration  of  Bald 

Eagles  (50-70  eagles,  an  endangered  species)  along  Cache  Creek;  2) 
opportunities  for  vAiite-water  rafting  found  within  the  river 
corridor;  3)  the  Cache  Creek  Tule  elk  herd  (a  California  sensi- 

tive species)  of  scxob   500  animals,  is  second  only  to  the  Cwens 
Valley  herd  in  numbers;  4)  recent  inventories  in  the  Wilson 
Valley  area  indicate  extensive  use  by  early  Americans.  These 
sites  are  unique  in  that  they  are  among  the  only  undisturbed 
cultural  sites  in  northern  California;  and,  5)  the  large  block  of 
undisturbed  vegetation  found  within  the  Northern  California 
Chaparral  Pesearch  Natural  Area  (RNA) .  There  are  no  other  stands 

of  this  size  that  eire  largely  free  of  man's  influence,  thus 
providing  an  cfportunity  for  research. 

B.   Diversitv  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 

1.   Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  bv  ecosystems:  This  WSA  contains  33,561  acres  of  the 
Ccilifomia  Qiaparral/ChaparrcLL  ecosystem.  Wilderness  designation 
of  this  WSA  would  add  an  ecosystem  not  r^resented  in  California. 
While  there  are  ecosystems  of  similar  composition,  the  variations 
of  vegetation,  soils  and  water  sources  are  unique  to  this  area. 



TABLE  2  -  EcsDsystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kachler 
Classification 

DomaiiyProvince/FIW 

NWPS  Areas 
areas   acres 

Other  BIM  Studies 
areas   acres 

California  Qiapparal/ChaFparal       17     462,256     10     55,056 

CALIFORNIA 

California  Chapparal/Chafparal       17    462,256      10    55,056 

2.   Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  populations 

centers:  Ihe  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  seven  major 
p(^xilation  centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of 

designated  areas  and  other  ELM  stut^  areas  within  a  five-hour 
drive  of  the  pc^xilation  centers. 

TABLE  3  -  Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Peculation  Centers 

Peculation 
Centers   

California 

C3iioo 
Redding 

Santa  Rose/Petaluma 
Valle  j  o/Fairf  ield/Napa 
Sacramento 

San  Francisco/Oakland 
Yuba  City 

NWPS  Areas 
areas acres 

Other  BIM  Studies 
areas acres 

16 
1,286,873 

13 430,833 14 

1,236,503 
11 344,633 

10 888,579 12 134,167 
44 

4,832,667 
74 

2,100,862 46 5,001,817 
87 

2,479,541 39 
4,473,002 

39 565,614 
44 

4,951,805 
85 

2,459,500 

3.   Balancing  the  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas: 
There  are  no  WSAs  reccanmended  as  suitable  within  50  air  miles  of 

this  WSA.  Ihe  Sncw  Mountain  Wilderness  Area,  administered  by  the 
Mendocino  National  Forest  (40  air  miles  to  the  north)  is  the 
nearest  designated  wilderness.  Pt.  Reyes  National  Seashore 
Wilderness  administered  by  the  National  Park  Service,  lies  65  air 
miles  to  the  southwest. 

C.   Manageabil  ity 

Ihe  Rocky  Creek-Cache  Creek  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  How- 
ever, the  existence  of  numerous  mining  claims  and  geologic  formations 

that  extend  into  the  WSA  could  preclude  approximately  50  percent  of  the 
area  to  be  managed  as  wilderness,  if  develcped. 



Ihe  potential  for  development  of  these  claims  is  judged  to  be  moderate 
(Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values  section) .  The  same  formation  is 

found  here  that  supports  Hcmestake  Mining  Coirpai^'s  McLauc^in  Mine, 
two  miles  to  the  southeast  of  the  WSA.  It  is  anticipated  that,  if 

developed,  ^proximately  400-600  acres  would  be  used  for  open-pit 
mining,  tailings  eind  processing  facilities.  Road  location  and  length 
could  d^)end  on  the  location  of  mining  activities.  Mining  activities 
would  be  visible  from  a  large  portion  of  the  WSA.  Opportunities  for 
solitude  or  primitive  and  unconf  ined  recreation  would  be  diminished, 
resulting  in  a  Icirge  portion  of  the  WSA  becoming  unmanageable  as 
wilderness. 

The  Ccilifomia  Depsirtment  of  Fish  &  Game  has  proposed  to  irrigate  up  to 
20  acres  in  the  Wilson  Valley  for  forage  for  Tule  elk  during  drou^t 
years  and  to  encourage  the  migration  of  the  elk  from  private  lands 
north  of  Hi^iway  20  vdiere  damage  to  crops  is  increasing.  Ihe  need  for 
vehicle  access  and  physical  facilities  (punp,  caretaker  housing,  etc) , 
would  conflict  with  wilderness  management. 

Grazing  operations  in  the  Perkins  Ridge/Creek  area  and  other  outside 

influences  would  not  significantly  detract  from  the  Bureau's  ability  to 
manage  the  ctrea  as  wilderness. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well 
as  the  wilderness  resource. 

D.   Energy  and  Mineral  Resources 

1.   Summary  of  information  kno^im  at  the  time  of  preliminary 
nonsuitabilitv  reccgnmendations;  Ihe  energy  and  minerals 

potential  of  the  Rocky  Creek-Cache  Creek  WSA  is  addressed  in  the 
Clear  laike  Wilderness  EIS  (1987)  and  the  Clear  Lake  MFP  (1984) . 
Due  to  the  fact  that  the  WSA  is  recommended  nonsuitable,  no 

Geology-Energy-  Minerals  (G-E-M)  r^xDrt  was  prepared.  In  lieu  of 
a  G-E-M  r^xDrt,  a  literature  search  was  made  to  determine  the 
areas  mineral  potenticil. 

From  various  information  sources,  it  was  determined  the  WSA 
contains  d^xDsits  of,  or  occurrences  of,  mercury,  gold,  asbestos, 
placer  ohromite,  itagnesite,  and  sand  and  gravel.  Small  quantities 
of  mercury  were  removed  prior  to  and  during  World  War  II,  with  no 
production  since.  Ten  mining  claims  (all  for  mercury)  have  been 
patented  within  the  VlSk,     The  potential  for  mercury  mineralization 
in  the  WSA  is  low. 

The  potential  for  gold,  based  on  the  geologic  structure  common  to 

the  WSA  and  Homestake  Mining  CCarpany's  Mclaughlin  Gold  Mine,  two 
miles  to  the  southeast  is  moderate  (In  1987,  the  McLau^tilin  Gold 
Mine  produced  189,000  troy  ounces  of  gold) .  The  potenticil  of  all 
other  minerals  in  the  WSA  is  low. 
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G.   Sumtnaiv  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Qanments 

Several  ocranents  were  received  during  the  wilderness  inventory  pheise. 

Ihese  comnents  genersdly  si;^3ported  the  Bureau's  decision  to  inclvide  the 
area  for  further  stufy  and  reocramend  adl-wildemess. 

During  the  stuc^  phase,  a  public  hearing  was  held  in  Ukiah,  Ccdifomia. 
During  the  public  hearing  and  ccxnment  period,  20  written  oonments  were 

received,  and  nine  individUcLLs  testified  at  the  hearing.  Ninety-five 
percent  of  the  ooniraents  supported  all  wilderness. 

The  Mendocino  County  Bocird  of  Si:5)ervisors  endorsed  the  preferred 
cdtemative  (no  wilderness) ,  and  the  Mendocino  County  Public  Works 
requested  more  clcirificaticai  on  possible  inpacts  to  county  roads  if  the 
curea  were  added  to  the  NWFS. 
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CEDRR  HXTHg  wrrrKKNESS  SHJOI  AREA  fWSA) 

(CA-050-331) 

1.        THE  STODY  AREA 
6,117  acres 

The  Cedar  Rousts  WSA  is  located  in  Napa  County  immediately  west  of  Lake 
Berryessa,  California.  The  San  Francisco  Bay  area  lies  about  100  miles  to 
the  south.  The  WSA  contains  5,875  acres  of  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BIM) 
land  and  one  parcel  of  private  land  totaling  242  acres  (see  Map  1  and 
Table  1). 

The  WSA  is  surrounded  by  private  land,  nestling  between  Lake  Berryessa  to 
the  east;  Pcpe  Valley  to  the  north  and  west;  Chiles  Vcilley  to  the  south  and 
southwest;  and,  Elder  Valley  to  the  south.  The  boundary  follcws  prcperty 
lines. 

The  Cedar  Roughs  landforra  is  generally  a  rounded  ridgeline  extending 
northwest  to  southeast.  Iron  Mountain,  located  in  the  southern  portion  of 
the  study  area,  rises  to  over  2,200  feet  in  elevation.  The  only  two 
perennial  stream  drainages,  Hardin  Creek  to  the  west  and  Trout  Creek  to  the 
east  enter  the  WSA  for  a  short  distance.  The  most  dominant  natural  feature 

is  the  Sargent  cypress  stand  which  coitprises  about  50  percent  of  the  WSA, 

with  most  of  the  remainder  either  mixed  chaparral  or  chamise-chaparral . 

The  area  is  designated  as  an  Area  of  Critical  Environmentcd  Concern 

(ACEC/Research  Natural  Area  (RNA)  to  recognize  and  manage  the  area's  two 
i^Decial  features — a  small  resident  pc^)ulation  of  black  bear  and  the  Sargent 
cypress  stand. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976  (FLFMA) ,  and  is  an  amendment  to  the  Clear  Lake 
Resource  Area  Management  Framework  Plan.  Two  alternatives  were  considered 
in  the  EIS:  all  wilderness  and  no  wilderness. 

2.   REOCMffiNDATTCai  AND  RATIONAIE 

5,875 

acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 
BIM  acres  recommended  for 
non-wilderness 

No  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  this  WSA.  The  entire  acreage  in 
this  WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  The  all-wilderness 
alternative  is  considered  to  be  the  environmentcilly  preferred  ciltemative  as 
it  would  result  in  the  least  change  from  the  natural  environment  over  the 

long-term.  The  no-wilderness  ciltemative  will  be  inplemented  in  a  manner 
v*iich  will  use  all  practical  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental 
iirpacts. 



The  WSA  is  reocmmended  unsuitable  because  its  overall  wilderness 

diaracteristics  are  cxjnsidered  to  be  of  lew  qucility.  The  dense  vegetation 
restricts  human  use  to  the  outer  fringes  of  the  WSA,  vAiere  the  si^ts  and 
sounds  of  outside  activities  will  be  more  evident. 

The  management  area's  special  features — ^the  Sargent  cypress  stand  and  black 
bear  pc^xilation — are  addressed  in  the  ACEC  activity  plan.  The  plan 
prescribes  management  actions  that  provide  adequate  protection  of  these  two 

species.  The  2800-acre  cypress  stand  is  the  largest  exairple  of  this  species 
and  is  unique  in  that  it  has  not  hybridized  with  other  species  of  cypress 
found  nearby. 





TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 

BIM         (surface  and  subsurface)  5,875 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 

State  0 
Private  242 

Total  6,117 

Within  the  Recommended  Wilderness  Area  Acres 

BIM          (within  WSA)  0 
BIM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate   (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Recommended  for  Wilderness  0 

Inholdings 

State  0 
Private  0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BIM         (surface  and  subsurface)                      5,875 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only)    0 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  RecoaooBnended  for  Wilderness  5,875 

3.  aUTTEKEA  OCT^SIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WIIDEE^NESS  REOCMffiNDATiaJS 

A.  Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness;  Ihis  WSA  meets  the  minimum  standards  for 

naturalness.  The  four  miles  of  old  Jeep  trails  are  the  only 
intrusions  that  reduce  naturcLLness,  and  with  no  use  are 
revegetating . 

2.  Solitude:  Ihe  WSA  meets  the  minimum  requirements  for  outstanding 
cf^xDrtunities  for  solitude.  The  vegetation  on  Cedar  Roughs  allows 
(importunities  for  seclusion.  At  present,  movement  through  the 
area  is  limited  by  the  dense  nature  of  the  vegetation.  Si^ts  and 
sounds  frcan  the  Lake  Berryessa  area  (boats,  motor  vehicles,  etc.) 
mi^t  intrude  occasionally,  but,  at  two  to  three  miles,  would  have 
only  sli^t  inpacts. 



This  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  nationsil  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
c^jerating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  terrporciry  effects  on  solitude 
vdiich  are  deemed  necessary  and  aoc^table  as  a  part  of  the 
defense  preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation;  There  are  few  c^portunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  forms  of  recreation  on  Cedar  Rou^is. 
The  uniform  vegetation  cover  and  mild  topography  do  not  offer 
interest  or  challenge  for  most  users.  Sport  wildlife  peculations 
are  relatively  lew,  and  there  are  no  lakes  and  streams  for  fishing 
or  boating.  The  unique  cypress  stand  is  of  botanical  interest, 
but  only  to  a  relative  few. 

4.  Special  Features;  The  Cedar  Rousts  WSA  contains  only  two  special 
features;  the  Sargent  cypress  stand  and  a  resident  black  bear 
population.  Havever,  the  black  bear  peculation  is  not  significant 
enou^  to  be  noticeable  by  most  visitors  to  the  area.  The  Sargent 
cypress  stand,  coitprising  some  2800  acres,  is  the  largest  existing 
stand  within  California. 

B.  Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.  Accessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  by  ecosystems;  This  WSA  contains  5,875  acres  of  the 
California  Chaparral/ChaparrcLL  ecosystem.  Wilderness  designation 
of  this  WSA  would  not  add  an  ecosystem  to  the  NWPS. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  Representation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas        Other  BIM  Studies 
Damain/Province/FNV   areas   acres   arecis   acres 

NATTCTWIDE 

California  Chaparral/Chaparral       17    462,256    10     81,335 

CALIFORNIA 

California  Chaparral/Chaparral       17     462,256    10     81,335 

2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  Tx>pulations 

centers.  The  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  twelve  major 
peculation  centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of 

designated  areas  and  other  BIM  stuc^  areas  within  a  five-hour 
drive  of  the  population  centers. 



Table  3  -  Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Pc^xilation  Centers 

Population NWPS  Acres Other  BIM  Studies 
Centers cireas    acres areas acres 

California 

Cliic» 16 1,286,873 13 430,833 
Merced 33 3,957,550 

25 

348,753 
Modesto 

36 4,126,963 81 1,722,326 
Redding 

14 1,236,503 11 344,633 
Sacramento 46 5,001,817 87 

2,479,541 
San  Francisco/Oakland 39 4,473,002 39 565,614 
San  Jose 

27 3,765,512 29 352,748 

Santa  Rosa/Petaluma 10 888,579 12 134,167 
Stockton 35 4,061,833 46 601,496 
Valle j  o/Napa/Fairf  ield 

44 4,832,667 

74 

2,100,862 Yuba  City 
44 4,951,805 

85 

2,459,500 

Nevada 

Reno 39 
4,647,230 

175 6,904,809 

3.   Balancina  the  aec xrraiohic distribution  of  wilderness areas:  Ihe 

Cedar  Rou^is  WSA  would  not  contribute  to  balancing  the  geographic 
distribution  of  areas  within  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation 

System  (NWPS) .  The  U.S.  Forest  Service  (USES)  Sncw  Mountain  lies 
scane  60  air  miles  to  the  north,  and  the  NationcLL  Park  System  Pt. 
Reyes  National  Seashore  Wilderness  lies  soaone  seventy  air  miles  to 
the  southwest. 

C.   Manageability 

The  Cedar  Rou^is  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  There  are  no 
intrusions  that  would  preclude  management  of  the  area  as  wilderness. 
There  is  one  parcel  of  private  land  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA 
with  little  iDcelihood  of  develc^snent. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well 
as  the  wilderness  resource. 

D.   Enercry  and  Mineral  Resources 

1.   Summary  of  information  known  at  the  time  of  preliminary 
suitability  recommendation:  The  Cedar  Rou(^  WSA  has  low 
potenticil  for  mineral  resources.  There  are  no  mining  claims  or 
evidence  of  mineral  exploration  or  develcpment  in  the  WSA.  There 
are  no  geothermal  or  oil  and  gas  lease  ajplications  in  the  WSA. 
The  U.S.  Geological  Survey  on  February  9,  1967  classified  the 
lands  in  the  area,  vAiich  include  the  WSA,  as  being  prospectively 
valuable  for  geothermal  resources.  This  classification  was  based 



upon  the  geology  of  the  area.  The  potential  for  geothermal,  based 
i:5»n  this  USGS  classification,  is  considered  to  be  lew.  There  is 
no  present  production  of  any  mineral  or  geothermal  resources  in 
the  WSA. 

In  suiranary,  all  mineral  and  geothermal  potentials  are  lew  in  the 
WSA. 

2.   Summary  of  significant  new  mineral  resource  data  collected  since 
the  suitability  reconmendation  vtiich  should  be  considered  in  the 
fincil  reccanmendation:  No  U.S.  Geological  Survey  or  U.S.  Bureau  of 
Mines  minercil  surveys  were  conducted  for  the  Thatcher  Ridge  WSA 
because  the  area  was  recesnmended  cis  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 

designation.  Because  the  minercil  resource  potential  for  the 
entire  WSA  is  considered  lew,  no  map  deleting  mineral  potential 
was  pr^jared.  As  of  January  23,  1988,  there  were  no  uipatented 
mining  claims  recorded  in  the  WSA.  There  are  no  knewn  salable 
mineral  deposits  in  the  WSA.  As  of  February  11,  1988,  there  were 
no  oil  and  gas  lease  applications  in  the  WSA. 

E.   Impacts  on  Resources 

The  following  table  summarizes  the  effects  on  pertinent  resources  for 

cill  alternatives  considered  including  designation  or  non-designation  of 
the  entire  area  as  wilderness  (for  a  full  e3q)lanation  of  this  summary, 

refer  to  the  Cedar  Roui^is  and  TRocky  Creek  -  Cache  Creek  Wilderness 
Final  Environmental  Iitpact  Statement) . 



Table  4  -  Ccxrparative  Summary  of  the  Inpacts  by  Alternative 

TSSIJE-REIAI'EU 
RESOURChS 

FRDPOSED  ACnOJ 

(NO-WIIDERNRSS/NO  ACTION 

RNVACEC  Designa- tion Remain) 
ALL-WIUM^NESS 

AUl'EHNAIi'lVE 

Wilderness  Values Loss  of  naturalness  and 
solitude  on  less  than  one 

percent  of  the  VKA  from 
the  water  and  access  deve- 

lopment. The  opportunity 
for  primitive  recreation 
would  be  enhanced  by  the 
new  foot  trail.  Losses  to 

the  Sargent  cypress  stand 
would  amount  to  less  than 
one  acre  and  the  black 

bear  peculation  would  be 
unchanged. 

Naturalness  and  solitude 
would  be  enhanced  on  about 

two  percent  of  the  WSA  by 
the  closure  and  reversion 

to  natural  vegetation  of 
four  miles  of  jeep  trails. 
Otherwise  impacts  would  be 
essentially  the  same  as 
under  the  Prcposed  Action. 

Sargent  CyprRf;s Loss  of  less  than  one  acre 

of  the  2,800-acre  Sargent 
cypress  stand. 

Slightly  less  direct 
loss  of  the  stand  than 

under  the  Prcposed  Action 

(because  no  researdi- related  access  would  be 
constructed)  and  more 

secure  long-term  protec- 
tion. 

Black  Re-ars Offsetting  small  negative 
urpacts  from  urproved 
hunter  access  and  small 

positive  inpacts  from 
wat^.r  developments  would 
result  in  no  change  in  the 
bear  peculation. 

Small  positive  inopacts 
from  wati^r  development  and 
reduced  hunting  pressure 

coipled  with  increased 
long-term  security  from 
wilderness  designation 
could  result  in  a  5%  to 
10%  increase  in  the  bear 

population. 
Recreational  Use 50%  increase  (to  300 

visits  per  year)  in  recre- 
ational use  (hiJcing  and 

hunting)  from  the  iirproved 
foot  trail  access. 

The  creation  of  foot  trail 
access  for  the  general 
public  would  be  offset  by 
the  loss  of  vehicle  access 

by  local  landowners,  the 
result  being  no  change  in 
overall  recreational  use 
levels. 

8 



F.  LocclL  Social  and  Eooncmic  Consideretions 

No  local,  social  or  eooncmic  considerations  were  identified  in  the 
Final  Environmentcil  Iitpact  Statement.  Iherefore,  no  further  discussion 
of  this  topic  will  occur  in  this  document. 

G.  Suimnary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Coanments 

Public  involvement  has  occurred  throu^out  the  wilderness  review 
process.  C3ertain  ccamments  received  during  the  inventory  process  and 
early  stages  of  the  EIS  pr^>aration  were  used  to  develop  significant 
study  issues  and  various  alternatives  for  the  ultimate  management  of 
these  lands. 

Sixteen  pecple  at  the  hearing  testified  with  regard  to  the  Cedar  Rou^is 

WSA.  Of  these,  one  si:?:ported  the  BIM's  prcposal  for  non-wilderness, 
and  fifteen  supported  wilderness  designation. 

The  Napa  County  Board  of  Si:5)ervisors  sii^ported  the  all-wilderness 
alternative,  citing  the  lack  of  natural  undeveloped  public  land  in  Napa 
county. 

Ihe  State  of  California  Resources  Agency  expressed  si^port  for  all 
wilderness  in  the  DEIS,  but  expressed  sipport  for  no  wilderness  in  the 
FEIS. 

Other  loceil.  State  and  Federal  agencies  expressed  no  preference  in 
their  oonments. 
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EBVD  MJDWEMMS  WCRIHBai  AEDITiai  WTIIEaiESS  gTOPg  AREA  fWSA) 

(AZ-O50-001) 

1.  THE  STUDY  AREA 
2 , 029  acres 

Ihe  Dead  Mountains  Northern  Addition  WSA  is  located  in  San  Bernardino  County, 
rou^ily  ten  miles  north  of  Needles,  California.  Ihe  WSA  is  coonposed  entirely 
of  public  land  administered  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BIM)  (see  Map 
1  and  Table  1) . 

Ihe  WSA  is  contiguous  to  and  bounded  on  the  north  and  west  by  the  Dead 

Mountains  WSA  (CIXA-276) .  Ihe  south  boundary  is  formed  by  private  lands.  To 
the  east,  the  boundciry  follcws  a  transmission  line  and  maintenance  road, 
except  for  vAiere  it  shifts  west  to  avoid  private  land.  Ihe  Dead  Mountains 
Northern  Additic»i  WSA  is  contiguous  with  the  Dead  Mountains  WSA  exc^jt  for 
anadministrative  boundary  between  the  Desert  Conservation  Area  and  the  Yuma, 
Arizona  District  Office. 

Ihe  WSA  lies  on  a  bajada  sloping  eastward  fran  the  Dead  Mountains,  with 
gently  rolling  hills  and  de^ly  cut  washes.  Vegetative  cover  is  sparse, 
primarily  creosote,  bursage  and  cholla.  Vegetation  normally  associated  with 
desert  washes  is  entirely  lacking. 

Ihe  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLBMA) .  Two  different  suitability  reccxnmendations  were 
ancdyzed  in  the  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Environmental  Inpact  Statement 
(EIS) :  no  wilderness  and  cLLl  wilderness. 

2.  REOCMMENDAirgj  AND  RATICNAIE 

2,029 

acres  recoanmended  for 
wilderness 
BIM  acres  reocnmended  for 
nonwildemess 

No  wilderness  is  the  recanmendation  for  this  WSA.  Ihe  entire  acreage  in  this 
WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  This  recommendation  will  be 

iiiplemented  in  a  manner  vdiich  will  use  all  practiced  means  to  avoid  or 

minimize  environmentcd  iirpacts.  Ihe  all-wilderness  recanmendation  is 
environmentcLLly  preferable  as  it  would  result  in  the  least  change  from  the 
existing  natural  environment  over  the  long  term. 

This  WSA  is  not  reooramended  for  wilderness  designation  because:   (1)  the 

contiguous  Dead  Mountains  WSA  (CDCA-276)  is  not  recanmended  for  wilderness 
designation;  (2)  alone,  this  small  parcel  fails  to  meet  the  criteria  outlined 
in  Section  2(c)  of  the  1964  Wilderness  Act;  and  (3)  designation  would 
preclude  further  develcpnent  of  an  adjacent  utility  corridor. 

Ihe  Dead  Mountains  Northern  Addition  WSA  does  not  provide  outstanding 
c^jportunities  for  solitude  or  for  primitive  types  of  recreation  as  an 
independent  unit.  Only  when  included  with  the  larger  Dead  Mountains  WSA 

(CDCA-276),  do  the  WSA's  wilderness  values  sufficiently  satisfy  the  criteria 
set  forth  in  Section  2(c)  of  the  1964  Wilderness  Act. 



A  designated  BIM  utility  cxjrridor  follows  the  pcwerline  Edong  the  area's 
eastern  boundary  for  approximately  two  miles.  This  cxjrridor,  vAiich  extends 

one-half  mile  into  the  WSA,  has  not  reached  develc^ament  capacity  althou^ 
many  of  the  other  16  corridors  identified  in  the  California  Desert 

Conservation  Area  Plan  are  neeiring  build-out.  Wilderness  designation  would 
prohibit  full  developnent  of  this  corridor,  forcing  installation  of  new 
energy  transmissiOTi  lines  in  other  corridors  or  in  areas  not  previously 
disturbed.  Depending  i:^n  which  WSAs  are  ultimately  designated  wilderness 

within  the  CDCA,  there  may  be  constraints  placed  i:?xDn  the  long-term  energy 
and  ccamraunication  transmission  c^xabilities  in  the  southwestern  Iftiited 
States. 
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TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Stuc^  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area 
BIM  (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate     (BIM  surface  only) 

Acres 

2,029 0 

Inholdings 
State 
Private 

0 
0 

Total 
2,029 

Within  the  Recoinmended  Wilderness  Boundary 
BIM 
BIM 

Split  Estate 
Split  Estate 

(within  WSA) 
(outside  WSA) 
(within  WSA) 
(outside  WSA) 

Total  BIM  Land  Reccniraended  for  Wilderness 

Acres 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Inholdings 
State 
Private 

0 
0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Reocanmended  for  Wilderness 

BIM  (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate    (BIM  surface  only) 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  Reocanmended  for  Wilderness 

Acres 

2,029 0 

2,029 

3.   CRITERIA  OONSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WILDERNESS  RE(X)MMENDAn(^S 

A.  Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness;  Ihe  area  is  primitive,  with  few  human  inprints,  and 
appears  to  have  been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature. 

2.  Solitude:  This  WSA  offers  outstanding  c^portunities  for  solitude 
only  if  it  is  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  Dead  Mountains 

WSA  (CDCA-276). 

This  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 



associated  noise  create  periodic  temporary  effects  on  solitude  v*iidi 
cire  deemed  neoesscoiy  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
pr^aredness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation;  Ihe  area  offers  outstanding 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  only  if  it  is 

ccaisidered  eis  an  integral  part  of  the  Dead  Mountains  WSA  (CDCA-276) . 

4.  Special  Features;  This  WSA  is  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  a 
sensitive  wildlife  species.  The  desert  tortoise  is  known  to  live  in 
washes  and  foothills  in  lew  densities  of  fewer  than  20  individuals 

per  square  mile.  The  tortoise  is  under  status  review  by  the  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  for  possible  listing  eis  a  threatened  or 
endangered  species. 

The  adjoining  Dead  Mountains  are  regarded  by  local  Native 
Americans,  especiailly  the  Mohave,  as  heme  of  the  souls  of  their 
deceased.  However,  it  is  not  known  vdiether  this  belief  extends  to 
lands  within  the  WSA. 

B.  Diversity  in  the  Nationcd  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
fNWPS) 

1.  Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  cts 

represented  by  ecosystems;  This  WSA  contains  2,029  acres  of  the 
American  Desert/Creosote  bush  ecosystem.  This  ecosystem  is 
r^resented  in  the  Nationcil  Wilderness  Preservation  System  (NWPS) ; 
inclusion  of  this  WSA  would  not  add  substantially  to  ecosystem 
r^resentation  in  the  NWPS. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas        Other  BLM  Studies 
Domain/Province/FN   areas   acres   areas   acres 

NATIONWIDE 

American  Desert/Creosote  Bush   1   343,753       117      4,265,880 

CALIFORNIA 

American  Desert/Creosote  Bush    1  343,753        88      3,652,076 

2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  manor  population  centers; 

The  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  four  major  pc^julation 
centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  designated 

areas  and  other  BLM  stud/  eireas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  the 
population  centers. 



Table  3 

Wilderness  Ofportxuiities  for  Residents 
of  Major  Peculation  Centers 

Population 
Centers 

California 

Anaheim-Santa  Ana 
Riverside-San  Bernardino 

Arizona 

Phoenix 

Nevada 

NWPS  areas Other  BIM  Studies 
areas acres areas acres 

25 2,823,534 153 
5,703,616 

22 2,031,054 205 
7,658,649 

40 1,758,456 118 
4,449,908 

Las  Vegas 46     3,507,293   311    11,186,463 

3.  Balancing  the  qeoqrai^iic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas;  Ihe  WSA 
is  within  50  air  miles  of  fourteen  BIM  WSAs  reccmimended  for 

wilderness  designation.  Ihe  closest  designated  wilderness  area  is 
in  Joshua  Tree  National  Monument,  located  rou^ily  75  miles 
southwest. 

C.  Manaqeabil  ity 

The  Dead  Mountains  Northern  Addition  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness. 
Ihere  are  no  issues  v*iich  would  significantly  constrain  management  of 
this  area  as  wilderness.  The  entire  WSA  is  made  up  of  consolidated 
Federal  surface  and  mineral  estate.  No  inholdings  exist.  Also,  no 
mining  claims  exist  within  this  unit. 

No  roads  or  vehicle  ways  are  kncwn  to  enter  the  area.  The  unit's 
eastern  boundary  is  easily  identifiable  and  would  require  only  minimal 

signing  for  on-the-ground  identification.  However,  washes  vAiich  cut 
across  the  area's  narrow  axis  may  require  additional  signing  or  other 
measures  to  ensure  that  intrusions  by  vehicles  are  eliminated.  The 
remaining  boundaries  are  not  readily  accessible  by  motorized  vehicles. 

Military  overfli(^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well  as 
the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Enerqv  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  KTOwn  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminary 
Suitability  Recommendation;  The  Dead  Mountains  Northern  Addition 

WSA  is  in  the  BLM  Hcaner  Mountain  Geology-Energy-Minerals  (G-E-M) 



Resource  Area  (GRA) .  The  Draft  Yuma  District  EIS  (1987)  for  Arizona 
did  not  address  the  mineral  potenticil  of  the  V3SA  during  the 
reccanmendation  process. 

The  Hcroer  Mountain  GRA  file  indicated  that  there  were  no  known 

unpatented  mining  claims  within  the  W5A  as  of  December  12,  1979. 
Ihe  draft  ORA  report  stated  that  hi^  quality  montmorillonitic  clay 
on  the  ecist  side  of  Dead  Mountain  had  been  prospected.  The  file 
indicated  that  the  WSA  was  within  an  area  assessed  as  having  hi^ 
potenticil  for  the  occurrence  of  locatable  nonmetallic  minerals. 
However,  the  file  did  not  specify  v*iere  individual  occurrences  such 
as  prospects  or  extraction  sites  were  located  within  the  WSA. 
Publications  by  the  California  Division  of  Mines  (1953,  Mines  and 
Mineral  Deposits  in  San  Bernardino  County.  Journal  of  Mines,  V.  49, 

Nos.  1  and  2,  p.  136-139;  and  1957,  Mineral  Ccaanmodities  in 
California.  Bull.  176,  p.  131-152)  did  not  shew  any  clay  localities 
in  this  area. 

Ihe  GRA  file  indicated  that  the  WSA  had  low  potential  for  locatable 

metallic  minerals  due  to  unfavorable  rock  types  (Quaternary-age 
sediments) .  The  GRA  file  indicated  that  an  area  in  the  southern 

part  of  the  WSA,  sli^tly  larger  than  one-half  square  mile,  was 
prospectively  valuable  for  oil  and  gas  based  on  the  1978  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  (USGS)  classification.  Since  the  VKA  is 
postulated  to  be  within  the  Overthrust  Belt,  this  area  was 
classified  as  having  a  moderate  potential  for  the  occurrence  of  oil 
and  gas.  Ihe  GRA  file  indicates  that  the  WSA  had  lew  potential  for 
the  occurrence  of  common  salable  minerals  such  as  sand  and  gravel. 

2.  Summary  of  Significant  New  Mineral  Data  Collected  Since  the 
Preliminary  Suitability  Recommendation  Which  Should  be  Considered  in 
the  Final  Decision:  No  USGS  or  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  mineral  surveys 
were  conducted  for  the  VKA  because  it  was  reccaranended  nonsuitable. 

In  1985,  the  California  Division  of  Mines  and  Geology  (CCMG) 
conpleted  mineral  surveys  of  the  Needles  1x2  degree  quadrangle,  San 
Bernardino  County,  California  and  published  the  results  in  Open  File 

Report  (OFR)  85-18  SAC,  and  in  1984  published  the  results  of  their 
surveys  for  the  Lanfair  Valley,  Hcamer  Mountain,  and  Davis  Dam  15 

minute  quadrangles  in  OFR  84-30  SAC.  Ihe  CCMG  mineral  land 
clcissif  ications  covered  the  entire  area  of  the  Dead  Mountains  and 

more  clearly  defines  the  mineral  occurrence  potential  for  the  Dead 
Mountains  Northern  Addition  WSA.  However,  there  were  no  production 
figures  in  either  study. 

OFR  84-30  SAC  (Plate  4)  classified  the  area  containing  the  northern 
part  of  the  WSA  as  an  area  v*iere  geologic  information  does  not  rule 
out  either  the  presence  or  absence  of  metallic  or  industrial  mineral 
resources.  Ihis  assessment  is  equivalent  to  the  BIM  classification 
of  "not  determined  or  unknown."  Ihe  COMG  classified  an  area 
containing  most  of  the  southern  part  of  the  WSA  as  having 
hypothetical  resources  of  clay.  Ihis  assessment  is  equivalent  to 
the  BIM  classification  of  moderate  potential  for  occurrence  as  shown 



CHI  the  acxxinparying  minercLL  rescuroe  potential  M^  2.  Ihe  moderate 
potentl2U.  surea  r^resents  those  portlois  of  the  Chemehuevl  Lake  beds 
vAilch  oc»Ttain  montrnorillonlte  clay.  Ihe  beds  in  the  lake  range  in 
thickness  frtxn  a  fesa  inches  i:p  to  20  feet.  The  CCMG  r^xDrt  revecded 
that  Southern  Pacific  Ocnpany  (1964)  conducted  a  stuc^  on  the 
Qiemehuevi  Late  clays  to  determine  their  eooncmic  suitability.  They 
ccaxjluded  that  the  clays  have  possible  economic  vsLLue  as  pond 
secdant  and  cis  an  ingredient  for  Portland  cement  to  provide  a 
nonplastic  additive  to  reduce  drying  and  firing  shrinkage. 
According  to  the  CEMG  r^xDrt  (p.  43) ,  there  is  no  history  of  mining 
in  the  VISA. 

No  e3q}loration  interest  has  been  expressed  for  oil  and  gas  in  this 
WSA  after  about  1981.  Therefore,  the  cu^eas  considered  in  the  1980 
BIM  GRA  r^xDrt  as  having  a  moderate  potential  rating  for  the 
occurrence  of  oil  and  gas,  have  been  Icwered  to  a  low  potenticd. 

The  southern  one-third  of  the  WSA  is  currently  segregated  from 
minereil  location  and  entry  under  the  mining  laws  by  a  withdrawal  for 
the  Colorado  River  PeclamaticMi  Project  (Secretarial  Order  dated 
10-21-31) . 

As  of  January,  1988,  there  were  no  unpatented  mining  claims,  mineral 
sales  or  leases  recorded  with  the  BIM  in  the  WSA. 
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E.  Inipac±  on  Resources 

Table  4  -  Canparative  Summary  of  the  Inpacts  ty  Alternative 

Environmental  Issues 
Prcposed  Action/  No- 
wilderness  Alternative 

All-Wilderness  Alternative 

Wilderness  Values 

Motorized  Recreatlcn  Use 

Motorized  recreation  use  on 
four  miles  of  trails  would 

continue  to  iropair  the 
wilderness  values  of 
solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  approximately 
1,750  acres.  The  projected 
increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  frcm  225  to 
325  VUi  would  further 

inpeiir  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation 
c^portunities  in  this  area. 

Construction  and 
maintenance  activities 

along  four  miles  of 
pcwerline  would  cause  a 
loss  or  inpairment  of  the 
wilderness  values  of 

naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation 
cpportunities  on  2,029 
acres. 

The  projected  increase  in 
ncHTmotorized  recreation  use 
frcm  25  to  50  VDY  would 

reduce  cpportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

An  estimated  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use  to 
325  VDY  from  225  VDY  would 

not  affect  cpportunities 
for  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  four  miles  of 
trails  in  the  WSA,  exc^jt 
for  some  inpairment  during 
heavy  use  periods. 

Wilderness  designation 
would  enhance  and  maintain 
the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude 

primitive  recreation 
across  2,029  acres  by 
eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  four 
miles  of  tricils  and 

precluding  the  construction 
and  maintenance  of  four 

miles  of  powerline. 

Ihe  projected  increase  in 
nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  25  VDY  to  50  VDY  would 

reduce  cpportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Closing  four  miles  of 
trails  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would 

eliminate  all  cpportunities 
for  motorized  recreation 
use  in  the  WSA. 

10 



Table  4  -  Comparative  Summary  of  the  Inpac±s  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

Ncnmatorized  Rocxeaticn 
Use 

Nonmotorized  recreation 

opportunities  would 
continue  to  be  iropaired 
across  ajproximately  1,750 
acres  because  of  motorized 
recreation  use.  These 

cpportunities  would  be 
further  iirpaired  by  a  44 
percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Ofportunities  for nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  and 
maintained  on  all  2,029 
acres  in  the  WSA  by 
eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  four 
miles  of  trails,  and  by 

precluding  the  construction 
of  four  miles  of  powerline. 

cultural  Rosouroes One  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  site 

could  be  adversely  iirpacted 
by  casual  disturbance, 
vandcilism  and  site 
destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by 
recreation  users  and  by 
surface  disturbances 

resulting  from  the 
construction  of  four  miles 

of  powerline. 

Wilderness  designation 
would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  ceisual 
disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one 

potentially  eligible 
National  Recfister  site  by 

closing  four  miles  of 
trails  to  motorized 
recreation  use  and 

precluding  the  construction 
of  four  miles  of  powerline 
within  the  WSA. 

Increased  visitation  by 
nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in 
isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  or  site 
destruction. 

Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from 
the  construction  of  four 

miles  of  powerline  would 
destroy  approximately  ten 
acres  of  potential  desert 
tortoise  individuals  and 
their  burrows. 

Wilderness  designation 
would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  ten  acres  of 
potential  desert  tortoise 
habitat  by  precluding 
surface  disturbances  form 
the  construction  of  four 

miles  of  powerline.  It 
would  also  minimize  the 

crushing  of  desert  tortoise 
individuals  and  burrows  by 
motor  vehicles  by  closing 
four  miles  of  trails  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 
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Table  4  -  Comparative  Surnmary  of  the  Iitpacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

Utilil^  Oorridors  Construction  of  a  projected  Closing  a  four-mile  section 
powerline  in  the  section  of  of  designated  utility 
designated  corridor  that    corridor  within  the  WSA 
traverses  the  WSA  would     could  adversely  iirpact  the 
proceed  as  planned.        construction  of  a  projected 

pcvrerline  by  forcing 
rerouting  of  the  powerline 
across  the  adjacent  Fort 
Mohave  Indian  Reservation. 

F.  Local  Social  and  Economic  Considerations 

No  local  social  or  economic  considerations  were  identified  in 

the  Yuma  District  FEIS.  Therefore,  no  further  discussion  of 
this  topic  will  occur  in  this  document. 

G.  SummarY  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Comments 

Ihe  following  is  a  summary  of  all  ccanments  received. 
Inaccuracies  that  are  known  to  exist  are  noted  in  parentheses. 

1.  Inventory  Riase:  No  public  ccanments  addressing  the 
wilderness  characteristics  of  the  unit  were  received 

during  the  Initial  Inventory.  Following  the  inventory,  a 
lapidary  society  wrote  exposing  further  inventory  or  study 

of  this  unit  because  of  BIM's  failure  to  portray  on  maps 
all  roads  and  its  lack  of  attention  to  mineral  resources, 
including  operating  mines,  mineral  locations,  and  mining 
claims. 

The  Intensive  Inventory  elicited  three  letters.  All  were 
in  agreement  with  the  findings  that  the  area  has  potential 
for  further  wilderness  consideration.  Ihey  mentioned  the 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  provided  \y/  this  unit  and  the  need  to  protect 
this  area  as  one  of  the  best  exaitples  of  wild  lands  in  the 
west. 

2.  Study  Phase:  Ihe  EJraft  Yuma  Resource  Management  Plan 
(PMP)  and  EIS  reccanmended  that  the  WSA  and  several  other 
WSAs  in  the  Yuma  District  be  reccanmended  unsuitable  for 

wilderness.  Many  respondents  supported  this  general 
recommendation.  In  contrast,  a  large  number  of 
respondents  stated  their  desire  for  a  great  deal  more 
wilderness  than  was  recommended  by  BIM.  Most  of  these 
letters  specified  particular  WSAs,  though  none  mentioned 
this  WSA.  Several  individuals  and  organizations  prcposed 
that  all  of  the  WSAs  within  the  planning  area  be 
designated  suitable.  One  writer  noted  that  the  rigorous 
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screening  process  had  eliminated  all  but  the  most 
outstanding  WSAs.  Two  people  vdio  commented  suggested  that 
all  WSAs  not  recommended  as  suitable  should  be  given  a 
designation  that  would  assure  protection  for  their  unique 
resources. 

Only  four  comments  were  ^)ecific  to  this  WSA.  Ihe  Yuma 
Audubon  Society  requested  that  this  small  area  be 
designated  wilderness  if  the  adjacent  Dead  Mountains  WSA 
in  the  California  Desert  Conservation  Area  beccmes 

wilderness.  Ihey  <±)served  that  there  are  few  conflicting 

uses  within  the  unit:  no  man-made  develcpnents;  no 
grazing;  lew  recreational  use,  and  little  chance  for  more 
in  the  future  due  to  the  distance  to  population  centers; 
low  mineral,  oil,  gas,  and  geothermal  potential;  and  no 
mining  claims.  The  desert  tortoise  is  found  in  this  area, 
and,  as  stated  by  the  California  D^)artment  of  Fish  and 
Game,  the  bi^om  she^  also  is  found  here  (not  known  to 
occur  in  this  portion  of  the  Dead  Mountains) .  One 
individual  requested  that  this  WSA  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness. 

A  regional  mining  council  noted  that  this  unit  has 
significant  gold  potential. 

3.  Draft  EIS  on  Proposed  Wilderness  Procrram  for  Yuma 
District;  Ihe  Proposed  Wilderness  Program  continued  the 
earlier  recconmendation  of  the  Resource  Management  Plan 
(PMP)  that  this  WSA  be  iBcoramended  unsuitable  for 

wilderness.  Many  respondents  si^ported  the  general  "no 
wilderness"  position  for  the  area  and  a  nimiber  of  other 
WSAs  within  the  Yuma  District.  Their  major  concerns  were 
the  need  for  motorized  vehicle  access  for  mineral 

exploration,  recreation,  and  maintenance  of  water 
facilities  for  wildlife.  An  equally  large  number  of 
respondents,  including  the  Sierra  Club,  favored  wilderness 
designation  for  all  of  the  WSAs  within  the  District. 

Four  corarnents  specifically  mentioned  this  VKA. 
Respondents  exposing  a  suitable  recommendation  were  mostly 
concerned  about  access  for  mining.  The  Arizona  Mining 
Association  and  a  representative  of  the  precious  metals 
industry  wanted  this  area  to  be  left  open.  The  California 

D^>artment  of  Fish  and  Game  stated  that  it  has  a  14-year 
plan  to  relocate  and  reintroduce  desert  bi^om  sheep  back 
into  suitable  historic  ranges  in  the  Dead  Mountains,  and 
that  BIM  should  recognize  that  this  program  should  not  be 
hindered  by  restrictions  on  vehicle  access. 
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The  Yuma  Chapter  of  the  Audubon  Society  stated  if  Congress 
declcures  the  adjoining  Dead  Mountains  WSA  in  California  as 
wilderness,  this  addition  should  also  becxame  wilderness. 

No  (xnments  were  received  frcm  loceil  governments. 
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1.  THE  STUDY  AREA.     903  acres 

The  Dead  Mcjuntains  Southern  Addition  WSA  is  located  in  San  Bemctrdino  County, 
rou^ily  five  miles  north  of  Needles,  California.  The  WSA  is  oonposed  of  903 
acres  of  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawn  public  land,  administered  by  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BIM)  (see  Map  1  and  Table  1) . 

This  WSA  is  contiguous  to  and  bounded  by  the  Dead  Mountains  WSA  (CDCA-276)  on 
the  west  and  south.  To  the  north,  the  area  is  bounded  by  private  land,  and 
to  the  east,  a  pcwerline  maintenance  road  and  a  gas  pipeline  maintenance  road 
form  the  boundary.  The  Dead  Mountains  Southern  Addition  WSA  is  contiguous 
with  the  Dead  Mountains  WSA,  except   for  an  administrative  boundary  between 
the  California  Desert  Conservation  Area  and  Yuma,  Arizona  District. 

The  area  is  part  of  a  bajada,  sloping  eastward  frcm  the  Dead  Mountains.  It 
has  been  dissected  by  small  washes  v^dh  has  ejqxDsed  older  alluvial  deposits. 
Vegetative  cover  is  sparse;  primarily  creosote,  bursage  and  cholla. 
Vegetation  ccaranonly  associated  with  desert  washes  is  conspicuously  lacking. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLFMA) .  Two  different  suitability  recommendations  were 
analyzed  in  the  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Environmental  Iirpact  Statement 
(EIS) :  no  wilderness  and  all  wilderness. 

2.   RECOMMENDATION  AND  RATTQ^gyJ; 

903 

acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 
BIM  acres  recanmended  for 
nonwildemess 

No  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  this  WSA.  The  entire  acreage  in  this 
WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  This  recommendation  will  be 

inplemented  in  a  manner  vAiich  will  use  all  practical  means  to  avoid  or 
minimize  environmental  impacts. 

The  all-^ildemess  recommendation  is  environmentally  preferable  as  it  would 
result  in  the  least  change  from  the  existing  natural  environment  over  the 
long  term. 

This  WSA  is  not  recommended  for  wilderness  designation  because:   (1)  the 
contiguous  Dead  Mountains  WSA  is  not  reccmmended  for  wilderness  designation, 
and  alone,  this  small  parcel  fails  to  meet  the  criteria  outlined  in  Section 
2(c)  of  the  1964  Wilderness  Act;  and  (2)  designation  would  preclude  further 
development  of  an  adjacent  utility  corridor. 

The  Dead  Mountains  Southern  Addition  VKA  does  not  provide  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  or  for  primitive  types  of  recreation  as  an 
independent  unit.  Only  vAien  included  with  the  larger  Dead  Mountains  WSA  do 

the  WSA's  wilderness  values  sufficiently  satisfy  the  criteria  set  forth  in 



Section  2(c)  of  the  1964  Wilderness  Act.  On  its  cwn,  the  WSA  fails  to  meet 
these  criteria.  No  primitive  routes  of  travel  have  been  identified  within 
the  WSA. 

A  designated  BIM  utility  corridor  follows  the  powerline  along  the  area's 
eastern  boundary  for  approximately  two  miles.  This  corridor,  vdiich  covers 
most  of  the  WSA,  has  not  reached  develc^xnent  capacity  although  many  of  the 
other  16  corridors  identified  in  the  California  Desert  Conservation  Area  Plan 

are  nearing  build-out.  Wilderness  designation  would  prc^iibit  full 
develcportent  of  this  corridor,  forcing  installation  of  new  energy  transmission 
lines  in  other  corridors  or  in  areas  not  previously  disturbed.  D^jending 
upon  vdiich  WSAs  are  ultimately  designated  wilderness  within  the  CDCA,  there 

may  be  constraints  placed  upon  the  long-term  energy  and  ccmnunication 
transmission  c^>abilities  in  the  southwestern  United  States. 
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TABLE  1  -  land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area 
BIM  (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate     (BIM  surface  only) 

Acres 
903 

0 

Inholdings 
State 
Private 

0 
0 

Total 
903 

Within  the  Recommended  Wilderness  Boundary 
BIM 
BIM 

Split  Estate 
Split  Estate 

(within  WSA) 
(outside  WSA) 
(within  WSA) 
(outside  WSA) 

Total  BIM  land  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness 

Acres 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Inholdings 
State 
Private 

0 
0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness 

BIM  (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate    (BIM  surface  only) 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness 

Acres 
903 

0 

903 

3.   CRITERIA  OONSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WIIDERNESS  REOOMMENDATiaJS 

A.  Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness;  There  are  no  human  imprints  in  the  area  and  the  unit 
appears  to  have  been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature. 

2.  Solitude:  This  WSA  offers  outstanding  c^portunities  for  solitude 
only  if  it  is  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  Dead  Mountains 
WSA. 

This  WSA  is  periodically  overflcwn  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taJcing  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areas  and  fli(^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 



associated  noise  create  periodic  teirporary  effects  on  solitude  v*iich 
are  deemed  necessary  and  acc^jtable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation;  Ihe  area  offers  outstanding 
c^portunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  only  if  it  is 
considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  Dead  Mountains  WSA. 

4.  Special  Features;  Ihis  WSA  is  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  a 
sensitive  wildlife  species.  Ihe  desert  tortoise  is  kncwn  to  live  in 
washes  and  foothills  in  lew  densities  of  fewer  than  20  individuals 

per  square  mile.  Ihe  tortoise  is  under  status  review  by  the  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  for  possible  listing  as  a  threatened  or 
endangered  species. 

Ihe  adjoining  Dead  Mcjuntains  are  regarded  by  local  Native 
Americans,  especially  the  Mohave,  as  home  of  the  souls  of  their 
deceased.  However,  it  is  not  known  vdiether  this  belief  extends  to 
lands  within  this  WSA. 

B.  Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Presentation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.  Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  by  ecosystems;  Ihis  WSA  contains  903  acres  of  the 
American  Desert/Creosote  Bush  ecosystem.  Ihis  ecosystem  is 
r^resented  in  the  NWPS;  inclusion  of  this  WSA  would  not  add  to 
ecosystem  r^resentation  in  the  NWPS. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  Representation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas        Other  BLM  Studies 
Damain/Province/FNV       areas        acres    areas       acres 

NATIONWIDE 

American  Desert/Creosote  Bush   1       343,753     117     4,267,006 

CALIFORNIA 

American  Desert/Creosote  Bush    1      343,753      88     3,653,202 

2.  E?^>andincr  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population  centers; 

Ihe  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  four  major  population 
centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  designated 

areas  and  other  BIM  stuc^  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  the 
population  centers. 



Table  3 

Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents 
of  Major  Pcpulaticai  Centers 

Pcpulation 
Centers 

California 

Anaheim-Santa  Ana 
Riverside-San  Bernardino 

Arizona 

Fhoenix 

Nevada 

NWPS  areas 
areas  acres 

Other  BIM  Studies 
areas  acres 

25     2,823,534   153    5,703,616 
22     2,031,054   205    7,658,649 

40     1,758,456   118    4,449,908 

Las  Vegas 46     3,507,293   311    11,186,463 

3.  Balancing  the  qeocnratAiic  distribution  of  wilderness  arects:  The  WSA 
is  within  50  air  miles  of  fourteen  BIM  WSAs  recaranended  for 

wilderness  designation.  Ihe  closest  designated  wilderness  area  is 
in  Joshua  Tree  National  Monument,  located  rou^ily  75  miles 
southwest. 

C.  Manaqeabil  ity 

The  Dead  Mountains  Southern  Addition  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness. 
There  are  no  issues  v*iich  would  significantly  constrain  management  of 
this  area  as  wilderness.  The  entire  WSA  is  made  up  of  consolidated 
Federcil  surface  and  minercil  estate.  No  inholdings  exist.  Also,  no 
mining  claims  exist  within  this  unit. 

No  roads  or  vehicle  ways  are  kncwn  to  enter  the  area.  The  unit's 
eastern  boundary  is  easily  identifiable  and  would  require  only  minimal 

signing  for  on-the-ground  identification.  The  remaining  boundaries  are 
not  readily  accessible  by  motorized  vehicles. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well  as 
the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  KTown  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminary 
Suitability  Reccaronendation:  The  Dead  Mountains  Southern  Addition 

WSA  is  located  in  the  BIM  Homer  Mountain  Geology-Energy-Minerals 
(G-E-M)  Resource  Area  (GRA) .  The  Draft  Yuma  District  EIS  (1987)  for 
Arizona  did  not  address  the  mineral  potenticLL  of  the  WSA. 



The  Hcanner  Mountain  GRA  file  indicated  that  there  v>ere  no  kncwn 

mining  claims  within  the  VSA  as  of  December  12,  1979.  The  draft  GRA 
r^xDrt  stated  that  hi^  quality  montmorillonitic  clay  on  the  east 
side  of  Dead  Mountain  had  been  prospected.  Ihe  file  showed  that  the 
WSA  lies  within  an  area  assessed  as  having  hi^  potenticLL  for  the 
occurrence  of  locatable  nonmetallic  minerals.  However,  the  file  did 
not  specify  where  individual  occurrences  such  as  prospects  or 
extraction  sites  were  located  within  the  WSA.  Publications  by  the 
California  Division  of  Mines  (1953,  Mines  and  Mineral  Deposits  in 
San  Bernardino  County.  Journal  of  Mines,  V.  49,  Nos.  1  and  2,  p. 

136-139;  and  1957,  Mineral  Ccanmodities  in  California.  Bull.  176,  p. 
131-152)  did  not  shew  any  clay  localities  in  this  area. 

The  GRA  file  indicated  that  the  WSA  had  low  potenticil  for  locatable 

metallic  minerals  due  to  unfavorable  rock  types— Quaternary-age 
sediments.  The  GRA  file  indicated  that  the  WSA  was  prospectively 
valuable  for  oil  and  gas  based  on  the  1978  U.S.  Geological  Survey 
(USGS)  classification.  Since  the  V^A  is  postulated  to  be  within 
the  Overthrust  Belt,  this  area  was  classified  as  having  a  moderate 
potential  for  the  occurrence  of  oil  and  gas.  The  GRA  file  indicated 
that  the  WSA  had  lew  potential  for  the  occurrence  of  Scdeable 
mineral  materials  such  as  sand  and  gravel. 

2.  Summary  of  Significant  New  Mineral  Resource  Data  Collected  Since  the 

Preliminary  Suitability  Reccgnmendation  Which  Should  Be  Considered  in 
the  Final  Decision:  In  1985,  the  California  Division  of  Mines  and 
Geology  (CCMG)  coropleted  mineral  surveys  of  the  Needles  1x2  degree 
quadrangle,  San  Bernardino  County,  California  and  published  the 

results  in  Open  File  Report  (OFR)  85-18  SAC.  The  CCM3  mineral  land 
classifications  covered  the  entire  area  of  the  Dead  Mountains  eind 

more  clearly  defined  the  mineral  occurrence  potential  for  the  Dead 
Mountains  Southern  Addition  WSA.  Hewever,  no  production  figures 
were  given. 

The  CCM3  classified  an  area  containing  about  12  acres  in  the 
northwestern  part  of  the  WSA  as  having  hypothetical  resources  of 
clay.  This  assessment  is  equivalent  to  the  BIM  classification  of 
moderate  potential  for  occurrence  as  shewn  on  Map  2.  The  moderate 
potential  area  represents  those  portions  of  the  Chemehuevi  Lake  beds 
vhich  contain  montmorillonite  clay.  The  beds  in  the  late  range  in 
thickness  from  a  few  inches  up  to  20  feet. 

The  CCM3  r^xDrt  revealed  that  the  Southern  Pacific  Canpany  (1964) 
conducted  a  study  on  the  Chemehuevi  Late  clays  v*iich  concluded  that 
the  clays  had  possible  econeaidc  value  for  pond  secLLant  and  as  a 
noiplastic  additive  to  reduce  drying  and  firing  shrinkage  in 
Portland  cement.  According  to  the  CEM3  report  (p.  43) ,  there  is  no 
history  of  mining  in  the  WSA. 



No  exploration  interest  has  been  es^ressed  for  oil  and  gas  in  this 
WSA  after  about  1981.  Therefore,  the  areas  cx>nsidered  in  the  1980 
BIM  GKA  r^xDrt  as  having  a  moderate  potential  rating  for  the 
ocx::urrenoe  of  oil  and  gas,  have  been  lowered  to  a  lew  potential 
under  the  BIM  classification  system. 

Ihe  area  is  currently  segregated  from  minercil  location  and  entry 
under  the  mining  laws  by  a  withdrawal  for  the  Colorado  River 

Reclamation  Project  (Secretarial  Order  dated  10-21-31) . 

As  of  January,  1988,  there  were  no  uipatented  mining  claims,  mineral 
sales  or  leases  recorded  with  the  BIM  in  the  WSA. 
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E.  Impact  on  Resources 

Table  4 
CoaoDparative  Smnmary  of  the  litpacts  by  Alternative 

Environmental  Issues 
Prcposed  Actioiy  No- 
wilderness  Alternative 

All-Wilderness  Alternative 

Wilderness  Vcilues rfotorized  recreation  use  on 
two  miles  of  trails  would 

continue  to  inpair  the 
wilderness  values  of 

solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  approximately 
903  acres.  Ihe  projected 
increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  from  160  to 
250  VDY  would  further 

impair  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation 
c^portunities  in  this  area. 

Construction  and 
maintenance  activities 

along  two  miles  of 
pcwerline  would  cause  a 
loss  or  impairment  of  the 
wilderness  values  of 

naturalness,  solitude  and 
primitive  recreation 
opportunities  on  903 
acres. 

Wilderness  designation 
would  enhance  and  maintain 
the  wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude  and 

primitive  recreation 
across  903  acres  by 
eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  two 
miles  of  trials  and 

precluding  the  construction 
and  maintenance  of  four 

miles  of  powerline. 

Ihe  projected  increase  in 
nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  40  VDY  to  50  VDY  would 

reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Ihe  projected  increase  in 
nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  40  to  50  VDY  would 

reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  RocreatiGn  Use An  estimated  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use  to 
250  VDY  from  160  VDY  would 

not  affect  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  two  miles  of 

trails  in  the  WSA,  except 
for  some  impairment  during 
heavy  use  periods. 

Closing  two  miles  of 
trails  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would 

eliminate  all  c^portunities 
for  motorized  recreation 
use  in  the  WSA. 
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Table  4  -  Ccmparative  Summary  of  the  Impacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

Environmental  Issues 
Prcposed  ActioiV  No- wilderness  Alternative 

All-Wildemess  Alternative 

Nonmotorized  Raczeatlcn 
Use 

Nonmotorized  recreation 

(importunities  would 
continue  to  be  inpaired 
across  approximately  903 
acres  because  of  motorized 
recreation  use.  These 

opportunities  would  be 
further  in:?»ired  by  a  36 
percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Construction  and 
maintenance  activities 

along  two  miles  of 
pcwerline  would 
occasionally  iirpair 
nonmotorized  recreaiton 

c^portunitites  over  the 
entire  637-acre  area. 

C^portunities  for nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  and 
maintained  on  all  903 
acres  in  the  WSA  by 

eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  two 
miles  of  trails,  and  by 

precluding  the  construction 
of  two  miles  of  powerline. 

Cultural  Resouroes One  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  site 
could  be  adversely  inpacted 
by  casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  site 

destruction  resulting  from 
increased  visitation  by 
recreation  users  and  by 
surface  disturbances 

resulting  from  the 
construction  of  two  miles 

of  powerline. 

Wilderness  designation 
would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual 
disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one 

potentially  eligible 
National  Register  site  by 

closing  two  miles  of 
trails  to  motorized 
recreation  use  and 

precluding  the  construction 
of  two  miles  of  powerline. 

Increased  visitation  by 
nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in 
isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  or  site 
destruction. 
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Table  4  -  Ccsooparative  Summary  of  the  Iitpacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

Environmental  Issues 
Prcposed  Action/  No- 
wilderness  Alternative 

All-Wilderness  Alternative 

Special  Status  Wildlife 

Species 

Surface  disturbances  f rem 
the  construction  of  two 

miles  of  pcwerline  would 
destroy  approximately  five 
acres  of  potential  desert 
tortoise  habitat. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on 
two  miles  of  trails  would 
continue  to  occasionally 
crush  desert  tortoise 
individuals  and  their 
burrcws. 

Wilderness  designation 
would  prevent  the  loss  of 
approximately  five  acres  of 
potential  desert  tortoise 
habitat  by  precluding 
surface  distucbances  form 
the  construction  of  two 

miles  of  powerline.  It 
would  also  miniinize  the 

crushing  of  desert  tortoise 
individuals  and  burrows  by 
motor  vehicles  by  closing 
four  miles  of  trails  to 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Utility  Corridors Construction  of  a  projected 
powerline  in  the  section  of 
designated  corridor  that 
traverses  the  WSA  would 

proceed  as  planned. 

Closing  a  two-mile  section 
of  designated  utility 
corridor  within  the  WSA 
could  adversely  iitpact  the 
construction  of  a  projected 
pcwerline  by  forcing 
rerouting  of  the  powerline 
across  the  adjacent  Fort 
Mohave  Indian  Reservation. 

F.  Local  Social  and  Economic  Considerations 

No  local  social  or  economic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  CDCA  Plan 

and  EIS.  Iherefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  topic  will  occur  in  this 
document. 

G.  Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Ccamnents 

Ihe  follcwing  is  a  summary  of  all  comments  received, 
known  to  exist  are  noted  in  parentheses. 

Inaccuracies  that  are 

1.  Inventory  Phase;  No  public  comments  addressing  the  wilderness 
characteristics  of  the  unit  were  received  during  the  Initial  Inventory. 
Follaving  the  inventory,  a  lapidary  society  wrote  opposing  further 
inventory  or  study  of  this  unit  because  of  the  failure  of  BIM  maps  to 
portray  all  roads,  mines,  mineral  locations,  and  mining  claims. 
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The  Intensive  Inventory  elicited  three  letters.  All  were  in  agreement 
with  the  findings  that  the  area  has  potential  for  further  wilderness 
consideration.  They  mentioned  the  outstanding  c^portunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  provided  by  this  unit  and  the  need  to 
protect  this  area  as  one  of  the  best  exaitples  of  wild  lands  in  the 
west. 

2.  Study  Itiase;  Draft  Yuma  Resource  Management  Plan  (EMP)  and  EIS.  Ihe 
Draft  RMP  reccanmended  that  this  WSA  and  several  other  WSAs  in  the  Yuma 

District  be  recommended  unsuitable  for  wilderness.  Many  respondents 
si:5)ported  this  general  recommendation.  In  contrast,  a  large  number  of 
respondents  stated  their  desire  for  a  great  deal  more  wilderness  than 
was  recommended  by  BIM.  Most  of  these  letters  specified  particular 
WSAs,  though  none  mentioned  this  WSA.  Several  individuals  and 
organizations  prc^xDsed  that  all  of  the  VSAs  within  the  planning  area  be 
designated  suitable.  One  writer  noted  that  the  rigorous  screening 
process  had  eliminated  all  but  the  most  outstanding  WSAs.  Two  of  those 
vdio  commented  suggested  that  all  WSAs  not  reccanmended  as  suitable  should 
be  given  a  designation  that  would  assure  protection  for  their  unique 
rescujrces. 

Only  three  comments  were  specific  to  this  WSA.  The  Yuma  Audubon  Society 
requested  that  this  small  area  be  designated  wilderness  if  the  adjacent 
Dead  Mountains  WSA  in  the  California  Deseurt  Conservation  Area  becomes 

wilderness.  They  observed  that  there  are  few  conflicting  uses  within 

the  unit:  no  man-made  developments;  no  grazing;  lew  recreational  use, 
and  little  chance  for  more  in  the  future  due  to  the  distance  to 

population  centers;  low  mineral,  oil,  gas,  and  geothermal  potential;  and 
no  mining  claims.  Ihe  desert  tortoise  is  found  in  this  area,  and,  as 
stated  by  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game,  the  bighorn  sheep 
also  is  found  here  (not  kncwn  to  occur  in  this  portion  of  the  Dead 
Mountains) . 

A  regional  mining  council  noted  that  this  unit  has  significant  gold 
potential.  One  individual  respondent  requested  a  recommendation  of 
suitable  for  this  particular  WSA. 

3.  Draft  EIS  on  Proposed  Wilderness  Program  for  Yuma  District:  The 
Proposed  Wilderness  Program  continued  the  earlier  recommendation  of  the 
Resource  Management  Plan  (RMP)  that  this  WSA  be  reccanmended  unsuitable 

for  wilderness.  Many  respondents  si^ported  the  general  "no-wilderness" 
position  for  the  WSA  and  a  number  of  other  WSAs  within  the  Yuma 
District.  Their  major  concerns  were  the  need  for  motorized  vehicle 
access  for  mineral  e3q)loration,  recreation,  and  maintenance  of  water 
facilities  for  wildlife.  An  equally  large  number  of  comments,  including 
those  from  the  Sierra  Cldb,   favored  wilderness  designation  for  all  of 
the  WSAs  within  the  District. 

Five  comments  specifically  mentioned  thii  VSA.     Respondents  opposing  a 
suitable  reccanmendation  were  mostly  concerned  about  access  for  mining. 
The  Arizona  Mining  Association,  a  representative  of  the  precious  metals 
industry,  and  an  individual  miner  wanted  this  area  to  be  left  open.     The 

California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  stated  that  it  has  a  14-year  plan 
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to  relcxate  and  reintrcxiuce  desert  bi^om  she^  back  into  suitable 
historic  ranges  in  the  Dead  Mountains,  and  that  BIM  should  recognize 
that  this  program  should  not  be  hindered  by  restrictions  on  vehicle 
access. 

The  Yuma  Chapter  of  the  Audubon  Society  stated  if  Congress  declares  the 
adjoining  Dead  Mountains  WSA  in  California  as  wilderness,  this  small 
addition  should  also  become  wilderness. 

No  comments  were  received  frcro  local  government. 
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CHEMEHJEVI  MDQWiaiNS  ADDmCW  WHJUfcMNESS  gUJEY  AREA  fWSA) 

(AZ-050-003) 

1.  THE  SlUPy  AREA.     193  acres 

The  Chemehuevi  Mountains  Addition  WSA  is  near  the  Colorado  River  in  eastern 
San  Bernardino  County,  California,  about  11  miles  southeast  of  Needles.  The 
stuc^  cirea  consists  entirely  of  public  land  administered  by  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  (BIM)  (see  VSap   1  and  Table  1) .  This  VKA  is  within  Arizona 

BIM's  Yuma  District,  but  is  CCTTtiguous  with  Ccilifomia  Desert  District's 
Chemehuevi  Mountains  WSA  (CDCA  310) .  The  Chemehuevi  Mountains  Addition  WSA 
is  bounded  by  CDCA  310  on  the  west  and  south,  and  by  the  Havasu  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  on  the  east.  The  north  boundary  is  a  pipeline  maintenance 
road. 

The  WSA  has  rugged  terrain,  with  a  200-foot  difference  in  elevation  in  less 
than  one-half  mile.  The  cirea  consists  of  the  break  between  alluvial  plain 
and  mountain  base.  Vegetation  is  sparse,  and  consists  mainly  of  creosote 
bush  cind  bursage. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLFMA) .  Two  suitability  recommendations  were  analyzed  in  the 
Draft  and  Final  Environmental  Iropact  Statements  (EISs)  for  the  Prcposed 
Wilderness  Program  for  the  Yuma  District:   all  wilderness  and  no  wilderness. 

2.   REOCMIENDRTIQN  AND  RATIONAIE 

193 

acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 
BIM  acres  recommended  for 
nonwildemess 

No  wilderness  is  the  recciranendation  for  the  Chemehuevi  Mountains  Addition 

WSA.  The  entire  acreage  in  this  WSA  is  relecised  for  uses  other  than 
wilderness.  This  reconimendation  will  be  iirplemented  in  a  manner  vAiich  will 
use  2lL1  practical  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental  iitpacts. 

All  wilderness  is  the  environmentally-preferable  alternative  because  it  would 
result  in  the  least  change  to  the  existing  natural  environment  over  the  long- 
term. 

The  no-^ildemess  reconimendation  is  based  on  the  following  rationale: 
(1)  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  has  prc^xDsed  a  quarry  within  the  WSA,  (2)  the 

WSA  is  entirely  within  a  two-mile  wide  utility  corridor  in  vAiich  future 
developments  cire  proposed,  and  (3)  the  area's  value  for  these  two  resource 
uses  exceed  its  value  as  wilderness. 



Ihe  entire  WSA  is  withdrawn  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  vAiich  has 

identified  the  area  as  a  rip-r^  quarry  site,  ^proximately  85  acres  on  the 
east  side  of  the  studh^r  eirea  would  be  disturbed  for  the  quarry  and  the  haul 
road  for  removing  the  rock.  Ihis  use  could  not  occur  if  the  area  is 
designated  wilderness. 

A  two-mile  wide  designated  BIM  utility  corridor  covers  the  entire  WSA. 
Presently,  the  corridor  contains  a  gas  pipeline  and  the  maintenance  road, 

vAiich  forms  the  WSA's  north  boundary.  A  seccaid  gas  pipeline  is  prqposed  for 
constructicai  within  the  WSA  south  of  the  existing  pipeline.  This  pipeliloTe 
oculd  not  be  constructed  if  the  area  is  designated  wilderness.  No  primitive 
routes  of  travel  have  been  identified  within  the  WSA. 

Ihe  WSA's  value  as  a  quarry  and  as  part  of  a  utility  corridor  are  enhanced  by 
its  easy  accessibility.  A  segment  of  Interstate  40  containing  an  interchange 

is  approximately  one-hsilf  mile  north  of  the  study  area.  The  WSA's  location 
makes  it  more  valuable  for  uses  other  than  wilderness. 
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TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Stuc^  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 
BIM           (surface  and  subsurface)  193 
Split  Estate     (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Total  193 

Within  the  Reccanmended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 
BIM           (within  WSA)  0 
BIM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Peccanmended  for  Wilderness 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BIM  (surface  and  subsurface)  193 
Split  Estate    (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness         193 

3.   CRITERIA  OC^SIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  IHE  WILDERNESS  RECXM1ENDATI0NS 

A.  Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness:  Ihe  study  area  is  in  a  primitive  condition,  with  no 
human  iitprints  present. 

2.  Solitude:  Opportunities  for  solitude  are  reduced  by  the  si^t  and 

sound  of  traffic  on  Interstate  40,  one-half  mile  from  the  WSA.  Ihe 
Chemehuevi  Mountains  Addition  WSA  offers  qfportunities  for  solitude 
only  v*ien  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  Chemehuevi  Mountains 
WSA. 



Ihis  WSA  is  periodically  overflcwn  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
cperating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  Ihe  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  teitporary  effects  on  solitude  vAiidti 
are  deemed  necessary  and  aooeptaihle  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
pr^)aredness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  Ihe  area  offers  c^:portunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  only  v^en  considered  as  an 
integral  part  of  the  Chemehuevi  Mountains  WSA. 

4.  Special  Features;  The  WSA  includes  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise 

(Gopherus  acrassizi) ,  under  status  review  by  the  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  for  possible  listing  as  a  threatened  or  endangered 

species.  The  pc^xilation  density  is  lew,  estimated  at  0-20 
individuals  per  square  mile.  Desert  bi^om  sheep,  a  BIM  sensitive 

species  and  a  California  state-listed  rare  species,  also  occur  in 
the  WSA. 

B.  Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  S^^stem 

1.  Assessincf  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  by  ecosystems;  This  WSA  contains  193  acres  of  the 
American  Desert/Creosote  Bush  ecosystem.  This  ecosystem  is 
ubiquitous  in  the  California  desert,  and  is  well  r^resented  in 
areas  recommended  for  wilderness  designation.  Designation  of  the 
area  as  wilderness  would  not  add  diversity  to  the  NWPS. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  Representation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas         Other  BIM  Studies 
Dcanain/Province/FNV         ctreas    acres    areas        acres 

American  Desert/Creosote  Bush    1     343,753     117     4,267,716 

CAIJFORNIA 

American  Desert/Creosote  Bush    1     343,753     88      3,653,912 

2.  Expanding  the  qjportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  driving  tiine  (five  hours)  of  major  population  centers; 

The  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  four  major  population 
centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  wilderness 

areas  and  other  BIM  study  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  these 
peculation  centers. 



Table  3 

Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents 
of  Major  Population  Centers 

Population 
Centers 

California 

Los  Angeles-Long  Beacii 
Riverside-San  Bernardino 

Arizona 

Rioenix 

Nevada 

NWPS  areas Other  BIM  Studies 
areas acres areas acres 

27 2,876,234 135 4,958,751 
22 2,031,054 205 

7,658,649 

40 1,758,456 118 
4,449,908 

Las  Vegas 46     3,507,293   311   11,186,463 

3.  Balancing  the  qeoqrapMc  distribution  of  wilderness  areas:  The 
closest  designated  wilderness  is  in  Joshua  Tree  National  Monument, 
60  air  miles  southwest.  Nine  BIM  study  areas  reccammended  for 
wilderness  designation  are  within  50  air  miles  of  the  Chemehuevi 

Mountains  Addition  WSA,  five  in  Arizona's  Phoenix  District,  one  in 
Arizona's  Yuma  District,  and  three  in  the  California  Desert 
District. 

C.  Manageability 

Ihe  Chemehuevi  Mountains  Addition  VISA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  Ihe 
west,  south,  and  east  boundaries  are  secure,  since  they  adjoin  other 
lands  reccramended  for  wilderness.  Ihe  north  boundary  is  easily 
recognizable  by  the  public  and  coincides  closely  with  a  sharp  break  in 

slqpe  that  effectively  restricts  off-hi^way  vehicle  use. 

Military  overflights  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well  as 
the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  Known  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminary 
Suitability  Recanmendation;  Ihe  Chemehuevi  Mountains  Addition  WSA 

is  located  in  the  BLM  Sacramento  Mountains  Geology-Energy-Minerals 
(G-E-M)  Resource  Area.  (GRA) .  Ihe  Draft  Yuma  District  EIS  (1987)  for 
Arizona  did  not  address  the  mineral  potential  of  the  WSA.  Ihe  draft 
Sacramento  Mountains  GRA  file  was  not  available  at  the  time  this 

r^xDrt  was  prepared.  Mineral  resource  maps  in  the  1980  CDCA  Plan  do 
not  indicate  any  areas  of  mineral  potential  within  the  WSA. 



2.  Summary  of  significant  new  mineral  resouroe  data  collected  since  the 
preliminary  suitability  recanmendation  v^ch  should  be  considered  in 
the  final  decision;  No  U.S.  Geologiceil  Survey  (USGS)  or  U.S.  Bureau 
of  Mines  (BCM)  mineral  survey  has  been  conducted  for  this  WSA 
because  it  is  reccramended  nonsuitable. 

The  southern  boundary  of  the  WSA  is  adjacent  to  Chemehuevi 
Mountains  VJSA  vdiich  was  assessed  by  a  combined  mineral  survey 
summary  report  pr^jared  in  1983  by  USGS  and  BCM.  The  report. 
Mineral  Resource  Potential  of  the  Chemehuevi  Mountains  Wilderness 

Study  Area...  accompanies  Miscellaneous  Field  Map  MF-1584-A.  This 
r^xDrt  concluded  that  WSA  CDCA  310  had  lew  potential  for  the 

occurrence  of  mineral  resources.  M^  MF-1584-A  also  shews  that  the 
WSA  is  conprised  mostly  of  Mesozoic-age  foliated  granitic  rocdcs.  In 
the  WSA,  these  rocks  cire  mostly  part  of  the  i^per  plate  of  a  thrust 

fault,  bounded  by  a  lew-angle  normal  fault  (detachment) .  The 
northern  part  of  the  WSA  contains  minor  amounts  of  Quaternary-age 
alluvium.  On  the  same  map  a  BIM  geologist  has  penciled  in  the 

location  of  a  prcposed  Bureau  of  Reclamation  rip-rap  (saleable 
mineral)  quarry  half  a  mile  south  of  the  WSA.  The  site  is  in 
Mesozoic  (?)  age  metaroor0iic  rocks  (layered  gneiss  and  migmatite) 
r^resenting  Icwer  plate  rocks  beneath  the  detachment  fault. 

Currently,  the  California  Department  of  Transportation  cperates  a 

sand  and  gravel  pit  (material  site  ri^t-of-way;  case  number  LA 
157517)  one-third  mile  north  of  the  WSA  for  maintenance  of 
Interstate  40.  The  VSh  consists  of  rugged  mountain  slcpes,  with 
ste^,  narrcw  drainages  vAiieh  are  not  conducive  to  the  formation  of 
extensive  sand  and  gravel  deposits.  Most  of  the  sand  and  gravel 
d^xDsits  in  the  area  are  along  Interstate  40,  in  the  alluvial  fans 
outside  of  the  WSA. 

The  above  data  suggest  that  this  WSA  has  lew  potential  for  the 
occurrence  of  mineral  resources;  consequently  no  mineral  potential 
m^  acconpanies  this  r^xDrt. 

The  WSA  is  included  in  a  withdrawal  for  the  Colorado  River 

Reclamation  project,  segregated  frcsn  the  cperation  of  the  mining 
laws  by  Secretarial  Order  in  1931.  As  of  January,  1988,  there  were 
no  unpatented  mining  claims,  mineral  sales  or  leases  recorded  with 
the  BIM  in  the  WSA. 



E.  Impacts  on  Resouroes 

Table  4  -  CJoiparative  Summary  of  the  Impacts  by  Alternative 

Environmentctl  Issues 
Proposed  Action 
(No  Wilderness) 

All-Wilderness 
Alternative 

Wilderness  Values ConstructiCTi  and 
maintenanoe  activities 

along  one  mile  of  pipeline 

and  operations  at  an  85- 
acre  quairy  would  cause  a 
loss  or  irrpairment  of  the 
wilderness  values  of 

naturalr^sss,  solitude  eind 
primitive  recreation  on 
193  acres. 

Wilderness  designation 
under  the  all-wilderness 
alternative  would 
enhance  and  maintain  the 
wilderness  Vcilues  of 

naturalness,  solitude  and 

primitive  recreation 
across  193  acres  by 

precluding  the 
construction  and 
maintenance  of  one  mile 

of  pipeline  and  the 

developtvent  of  an  85-acre 
riprap  quarry. 

Ihe  projected  increase  in 
nonmotorized  recreation 
use  frcm  10  to  20  VDY 
would  reduce 

c^portunities  for £X3litude  within  the  WSA. 

Ncranotorized  Racreation 
Use 

Construction  and 
maintenance  activities 

cdong  one  mile  of  pipeline 

and  operations  at  an  85- 
acre  quarry  would  irrpair 
nonmotorized  recreation 

opportunities  over  the 
entire  193-acre  area. 

Ofportunities  for nonmotorized  recreation 
use  would  be  maintained 
on  all  193  acres  in  the 

WSA  by  precluding  the 
construction  of  one  mile 

of  pipeline  and  the 
develcpnent  of  an  85-acre 
quarry. 

£^)ecial  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Surface  disturbances  from 
the  construction  of  one 

mile  of  pipeline  and  the 

development  of  an  85-acre 
quarry  would  destroy 
approximately  87.5  acres 
of  potential  desert 
tortoise  habitat. 

Wilderness  designation 
would  prevent  the  loss  of 

afproximately  87.5  acres 
of  potential  desert 
tortoise  habitat  by 

precluding  surface 
disturbances  from  the 
construction  of  one  mile 

of  pipeline  and  the 
develcpnent  of  an  85-acre 

quarry. 



Table  4  -  Conparative  Summary  of  the  Impacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

Uses  of  Withdrawn  land     Develc^jment  of  a  projected  Precluding  the 

85-acre  riprap  quarry  develc^jsment  of  a 
would  help  to  ensure  a  projected  USER  quarry 
constant  simply  of  riprap  site  could  disrrjpt  the 
for  U.S.  Bureau  of  sufply  of  riprap  for  USER 
Reclamation  (USER)  cperations  along  the 
operations  along  the  lower  lower  Colorado  River. 
Colorado  River. 

F.  Local  Social  and  Econcmic  Considerations 

No  local  social  or  economic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  Yuma 

District  EIS.  Iherefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  tcpic  will 
occur  in  this  document. 

G.  Summary  of  VKA-Specific  Public  Comments 

Ihe  following  is  a  summary  of  all  comments  received. 

1.  Inventory  Phase;  During  the  Initial  Inventory,  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  Lower  Colorado  Region,  noted  that  the  Park  Jfoabi  South 
rode  quarry  is  in  or  adjacent  to  the  WSA  boundary.  Extensive 
pipeline  and  qperating  roads  are  located  throughout  the  area, 
adjacent  to  U.S.  Route  40.  Ihe  Bat  Cave  Wash  number  one  quarry  is 
in  operation,  with  good  access  roads.   (Since  the  quarries  ar«  on 
Reclamation  Withdrawn  lands,  they  would  have  priority  over 
wilderness  consideration) . 

No  additional  public  comments  addressing  the  wilderness 
characteristics  of  the  unit  were  received.  Follcwing  the 
inventory,  a  lapidary  society  wrote  opposing  further  inventory  of 

study  because  of  BIM's  failure  to  portray  on  maps  all  roads  and  its 
lack  of  attention  to  mineral  resour^ces,  including  cperating  mines, 
mineral  locations,  and  mining  claims. 

Three  letters  were  added  during  the  Intensive  Inventory.  All 
agreed  with  the  findings  that  the  area  has  potential  for  further 
wilderness  consideration.  Ihey  mentioned  the  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  and  the  need  to 
protect  this  area,  as  one  of  the  best  examples  of  wild  lands  in  the 
west. 

2.  Study  Phase;  Ihe  draft  Yuma  Resource  Management  Plan  (PMP)  and 
EIS  recommended  the  WSA  and  several  other  WSAs  in  the  Yuma 

District  be  recoonnmended  unsuitable  for  wilderness.  Many 
respondents  supported  this  general  recommendation.  In  contrast,  a 
large  number  of  respondents  stated  their  desire  for  a  great  deal 
more  wilderness  than  was  recommended  by  BIM.  Most  of  these 
letters  specified  particular  WSAs,  though  none  mentioned  this  WSA. 
Several  individuals  and  organizations  prcposed  that  all  of  the  WSAs 



within  the  planning  area  be  designated  suitable.  One  writer  noted 
that  the  rigorous  screening  process  had  eliminated  all  but  the  most 
outstanding  WSAs.  Two  respondents  suggested  that  all  WSAs  not 
reccmmended  as  suitable  should  be  given  a  designation  that  would 
assure  protection  for  their  unique  resources. 

Only  three  ccsnments  were  specific  to  this  WSA.  Ihe  Yuma  Audubon 

Society  disagreed  with  the  Bureau's  statement  that  the  unit  has  lew 
wilderness  values.  The  society  mentioned  the  presence  of  bi^om 
she^,  desert  tortoise  and  a  moderate  potential  for  cultural 

resources.  Man-made  conflicts  are  absent,  and  the  adjacent  CDCA 
WSA  has  been  reoonimended  as  suitable.  Ihey  also  noted  the  lack  of 
mining  claims  and  the  lew  mineral,  gas,  oil,  and  geothermal 
potential.   A  regional  mining  council  noted  that  this  unit  has 
significant  potential  for  gold  and  geothermal  resources.  One 
individual  respondent  requested  a  reccnimendation  of  suitable  for 
this  particular  WSA. 

3.  Draft  EIS  on  Proposed  Wilderness  Program  for  Yuma  District:  The 

Prcposed  Wilderness  Program  continued  the  ecirlier  reccanomendation  of 
the  Resource  Management  Plan  (RMP)  that  this  WSA  be  recoanrnvended 
unsuitable  for  wilderness.  Many  respondents  sipported  the  general 

"no-wilderness"  position  for  the  Yuma  District.  Iheir  major 
concerns  were  the  need  for  motorized  vehicle  access  for  mineral 

exploration,  recreation,  and  maintenance  of  water  facilities  for 
wildlife.  An  equally  large  number  of  respondents,  including  the 
Sierra  Club,  favored  wilderness  designation  for  all  of  the  WSAs 
within  the  District. 

Six  comments  specifically  mentioned  this  WSA.  Respondents 
exposing  a  suitable  recommendation  were  concerned  about  mining 
access.  The  Arizona  Mining  Association  and  a  representative  of  the 
precious  metals  industry  wanted  this  area  to  be  left  cpen.  The 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  siqported  the  unsuitable  reccramendation, 
since  this  would  allow  develcpnent  of  the  Park  Moabi  Quarry. 

The  Yuma  Chapter  of  the  Audubon  Society  and  an  individual 
respondent  wanted  a  suitability  reccanmendation.  The  Society  urged 
that  if  Congress  declares  the  adjoining  Chemehuevi  ^fountains  WSA  in 
California  as  wilderness,  this  small  addition  should  also  become 
wilderness. 

The  California  Departinent  of  Fish  and  Game  stated  that  it  has  a  14- 
year  plan  to  relocate  and  reintroduce  desert  bi^om  sheep  back 
into  suitable  historic  ranges  in  the  Chemehuevi  Mountains,  and  that 
BIM  should  recognize  that  this  program  should  not  be  hindered  by 
restrictions  on  vehicle  access. 

No  comments  were  received  from  local  government. 
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1.   THE  STUDY  AREA.     938  acres 

The  Chemehuevi/Needles  Addition  WSA  is  near  the  Colorado  River  in  eastern 
San  Bernardino  County,  California,  about  five  miles  south  of  Tcpock, 
Arizona.  The  study  area  consists  entirely  of  public  land  administered  by 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM)  (see  Map  1  and  Table  1) .  This  WSA  is 

within  Arizona  BIM's  Yuma  District,  but  is  contiguous  with  California  Desert 
District's  Chemehuevi  Mountains  WSA  (CDCA-310) .  Chemehuevi/Needles  Addition 
WSA  shares  both  its  west  and  south  boundary  with  CDCA-310.  The  Havasu 
National  Wildlife  Refuge  forms  the  WSA's  north  and  east  boundaries. 

The  WSA  consists  of  gently  rolling  hills,  dissected  by  washes  that  drain 
eastward  into  the  Colorado  River.  The  vegetative  cover  is  sparse,  with 
creosote  bush,  bur  sage,  and  cholla  cactus  predominating.  Palo  verde  and 
ironwood  are  present  in  scstve  of  the  washes. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLPMA) .  TWo  suitability  reccramendations  were  analyzed  in 
the  Draft  and  Final  Environmental  Iirpact  Statements  (EISs)  for  the  Proposed 
Wilderness  Program  for  the  Yuma  District:   all  wilderness  and  no 
wilderness. 

2.   REOCMMENDATK^  AND  RATKa^AIE     938  acres  recoannmended  for 
wilderness 

0  BLM  acres  recommended  for 
nonwilderriess 

All  wilderness  is  the  reconimendation  for  the  Chemehuevi/Needles  Addition 
WSA.  This  alternative  is  environmentally  preferable  because  it  will  result 
in  the  least  change  from  the  existing  natural  environment  in  the  long  term. 
The  rationale  for  this  reccsnmendation  is  that:   (1)  the  area  contains 
outstanding  wilderness  values,  and  (2)  it  is  entirely  surrounded  by  other 
Federal  lands  that  are  reccinmended  for  addition  to  the  National  Wilderness 

Preservation  System  (NWPS) . 

The  WSA  is  in  a  natural  condition,  with  no  human  irtprints.  Solitude  abounds 
and  diverse  (importunities  for  primitive  recreation  are  available  because  of 

the  WSA's  position  near  the  river  between  other  Federal  wild  lands.  No 
primitive  routes  of  travel  have  been  identified  within  the  WSA. 

BIM's  Chemehuevi  Mountains  WSA,  v*iich  borders  this  WSA  on  the  south  and 
west,  is  recommended  for  wilderness,  as  is  the  adjacent  portion  of  the 
Havasu  National  Wildlife  Refuge  on  the  north  and  east.  Since  the 
Chemehuevi/Needles  Addition  WSA  is  sandwiched  between  the  two  areas  and 
possesses  the  requisite  qualities  identified  in  Section  2(c)  of  the 
Wilderness  Act,  it  is  only  logical  that  it,  too,  be  designated  wilderness. 
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TABIE  1  -  Land  Status  cmd  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 

BIM  (surface  and  subsurface)  938 
Split  Estate    (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Iriholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Total  938 

Within  the  Reccmimended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 
BIM           (within  WSA)  938 
BIM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BIM  land  Reooramended  for  Wilderness  938 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BIM  (surface  and  subsurface)  0 
Split  Estate    (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  Reccinmended  for  Wilderness 

3.   CRTTEI^IA  (CONSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WILDERNESS  REOCMIENDATiaJS 

A.  Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness:  Ihe  unit  appears  to  have  been  affected  primarily  by 

the  forces  of  nature.  Ihe  iirprint  of  man's  work  is  not  present.  No 
roads  or  off-hi^way  vehicle  (CHV)  ways  cire  within  the  area. 

2.  Solitude:  The  unit  offers  airple  c^^portunities  for  solitude  v^en 
considered  as  an  integral  part  of  either  the  prcposed  wilderness 
administered  by  Havasu  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  or  the  BIM 
Chemehuevi  Mountains  VISA.     Ihe  unit  is  surrounded  on  all  sides  by 
these  areas. 



This  WSA  is  pericxiically  overflcwn  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taJcing  placse  in  approved  military 
cperating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  Ihe  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  terrporary  effects  on  solitude  vdiich 
cire  deemed  necessary  and  acc^Dtable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
pr^>aredness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unoonfined  Recreation;  The  WSA  offers  diverse 

(Importunities  for  primitive  and  unconf ined  recreation  v*ien 
considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  proposed  wilderness 
administered  by  the  Havasu  National  Wildlife  Refuge  or  the 
Chemehuevi  Mountains  WSA. 

4.  Special  Features:  Qietnehuevi/Needles  Addition  WSA  is  situated  at 
the  western  edge  of  Tcpock  Gorge,  and  appears  to  possess  at  least 
some  of  the  natural  values  found  in  the  gorge.  Tcpock  Gorge 
includes  one  of  the  few  remaining  portions  of  the  Icwer  Colorado 

River  that  is  free-f lowing,  unchanneled,  and  not  heavily  populated. 
It  slLso  includes  excellent  exatrples  of  past  and  present  river 
channelization.  It  is  an  extremely  rugged  and  scenic  area  that 
harbors  45  species  of  mammals  and  over  265  ̂ )ecies  of  birds.  Topock 
Gorge  is  proposed  cis  an  Arizona  State  Natural  Area,  and  has  also 
been  prcposed  for  designation  as  a  National  Natural  landmark  in  two 
Department  of  the  Interior  ccmnissioned  reports.  The  boundaries  for 
these  prc^xDScLLs  include  all  of  the  VfSA. 

The  WSA  includes  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  (Gopherus 
aqassizi) ,  under  status  review  by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
for  possible  listing  as  a  threatened  or  endangered  species.  The 
Chemehuevi  Mountains  ailso  provide  habitat  for  desert  bighorn  sheep, 

a  Ccilifomia  state-listed  rare  species  that  inhabits  isolated  rough 
canyon  and  mountain  terrain. 

This  WSA  includes  a  smcill  portion  of  the  Chemehuevi  Mountains,  v*iidh 
have  hi^  religious  value  for  the  Mohave,  Chemehuevi,  and  Halchidoma 
tribes.  This  traditional  value  is  attributed  to  the  mountain  system 
as  a  vhole,  as  well  as  specific  locations  within  the  mountains. 
However,  no  areas  of  sensitivity  have  been  identified  within  the 
WSA. 

B.  Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.  Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  eis 
represented  by  ecosystems:  This  WSA  contains  938  acres  of  the 
American  Desert/Creosote  Bush  ecosystem.  The  WSA  is  located  v^ere 
the  Sonoran  and  Mojave  Deserts  meet.  Designation  of  this  area  as 

wilderness  would  not  add  diversely  to  the  NWPS.  The  WSA's  position 
between  these  two  desert  ecosystems,  coanbined  with  its  location  on 
the  Colorado  River,  gives  this  area  an  unccanmonly  rich  diversity  of 
plant  and  animal  species. 



Table  2  -  Ecxasystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kachler 
Classification 
Doinain/Province/RW 

NWPS  Areas     Other  BLM  Studies 
areas  acres    areas       acres 

NATiaJWIDE 

American  Desert/Cceosote  Bush     1    343,753    117    4,266,971 

CALIFORNIA 

American  Desert/Creosote  Bush     1    343,753    88    3,653,167 

2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  drivincf  time  (five  hojrs)  of  iraior  population  centers; 

Ihe  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  four  major  peculation 
centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  wilderness 

areas  and  other  BIM  stuc^  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  these 
populatiOTi  centers. 

Table  3 

Wilderness  OK»rtunities  for  Residents 
of  Major  Population  Centers 

Population 
Centers 

California 

Los  Angeles-Long  Beach 
Riverside-San  Bernardino  22 

Arizona 

Fhoenix 

Nevada 

Las  Vegas 

NWPS cireas Other BIM  Studies 
areas acres areas >            acres 

27 2,876,234 135 
4,958,751 22 

2,031,054 
205 

7,658,649 

40 
1,758,456 

118 
4,449,908 

46 3,507,293 311 11,186,463 

3.  Balancing  the  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas;  The 
closest  designated  wilderness  is  in  Joshua  Tree  Nationcil  Monument, 
60  air  miles  southwest.  Nine  ELM  study  areas  reccanmended  for 
wilderness  designation  are  within  50  air  miles  of  the 

Chemehuevi/Needles  Addition  WSA,  five  in  Arizona's  Fhoenix  District, 
one  in  Arizona's  Yuma  District,  and  three  in  the  California  Desert 
District. 



C.  Manageability 

The  Chemehuevi/Needles  Addition  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  The 
area  is  entirely  surrounded  by  reccramended  wilderness,  it  contains  no 
State  or  private  inholdings,  is  under  a  U.S.  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
(USER)  withdrawal,  and  contains  no  valid  mining  claims  or  mineral 
leases.  The  above  factors  virtually  eliminate  manageability  conflicts 
and  make  the  area  relatively  easy  to  manage. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well  as 
the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Vcdues 

1.  Summary  of  Information  Kicwn  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminary 
Suitability  Recommendation:  The  Chemehuevi/Needles  Addition  WSA  is 

located  within  the  BIM  Sacramento  Mountains  Geology-Energy-Minerals 
(G-E-M)  Resource  Area  (GRA) .  The  Draft  Yuma  District  EIS  (1987)  for 
Arizona  did  not  address  the  mineral  potential  of  the  WSA. 

Maps  in  the  1980  CDCA  Plan  do  not  shew  any  areas  classified  for 
minercil  resource  potential  within  the  WSA.  Hcwever,  the  CDCA  Plan 

did  show  that  the  southern  part  of  the  WSA  (about  one-half  square 
mile)  was  within  an  ancamalous  gamma-ray  zone  for  uranium  and/or 
thorium  as  interpreted  from  airborne  survey  data. 

2.  Summary  of  Significant  New  Mineral  Resource  Data  Collected  Since  the 
Preliminary  Suitability  Reccanmendation  Which  Should  be  Considered  in 
the  Final  Decision:  A  U.S.  Geological  Survey  (USGS)  and  U.S. 
Bureau  of  Mines  (BCM)  mineral  survey  has  been  conducted  for  the  WSA 

(USGS  open  file  report  87-586) . 

Ihe  western  boundary  of  the  WSA  is  adjacent  to  the  CDCA  Chemehuevi 

Mountains  VKA  (CDCA-310)  vAiich  was  assessed  by  a  ccmbined  mineral 
survey  suramciry  report  pr^)ared  in  1983  by  USGS  and  BCM.  The  report, 
Mineral  Resource  Potential  of  the  Chemehuevi  Mountains  Wilderness 

Study  Area. . .  acconpanies  Map  MF-1584-A.  This  r^xDrt  concluded  that 
the  adjacent  WSA  had  lew  potential  for  the  occurrence  of  mineral 

resources,  including  radioactive  mineral  resources.  Map  MF-1584-A 
shows  that  the  northern  part  of  the  subject  WSA  is  conprised  of  vtiat 
appears  to  be  mostly  Mesozoic  metamorfAiic  rocks  (layered  gneiss  and 

migmatite) ,  and  the  southern  part  is  mostly  Tertiary-age  volcanic 
and  sedimentary  rocdcs.  These  two  units  are  separated  by  a  low-angle 
normal  fault  (detachment) ,  with  the  Tertiary  units  conprising  the 
ijpper  plate.  Part  of  the  detachment  fault  is  bordered  by 
Precambrian  gneiss  and  granite.  In  scrae  parts  of  the  CDCA  WSA,  this 
unit  contains  sparsely  distributed  mineralized  areas  of  1cm  mineral 

resource  potential,  consisting  of  small  oc|per-barite-silver  vein 
systems  carrying  minor  lead,  gold,  and  zinc. 



E. 

Ihe  USGS/BCM  mineral  survey  r^XDrt  of  1988  indicated  that  the  WSA 
has  low  mineral  resource  potential  for  cc^per,  lead,  inc,  manganese, 
gold,  silver,  sand  and  gravel,  building  stone,  aggregate,  uranium, 
thorium,  oil,  gas  and  geothermal  resources. 

Ihe  above  data  suggests  that  the  subject  WSA  has  low  potential  for 
the  occurrence  of  mineral  resources.  Therefore,  no  mineral 
potential  map  is  included  with  this  r^xDrt.  Current  exploration 
interest  is  un]ax:wn  since  the  WSA  is  under  a  USEBR  withdrawal.  As  of 

January  1988  and  according  to  BIM  records,  there  are  no  uipatented 
mining  claims,  mineral  sales  or  leases  in  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Resources 

Table  4  -  Carrparative  Summary  of  the  Iitpacts  by  Alternative 

Environmental  Issues 
Proposed  Action/  No- 
wilderness  Alternative 

All-Wilderness  Alternative 

Wilderness  VcLLvies Wilderness  designation 
would  maintain  the 
wilderness  values  of 

naturalness  and  primitive 
recreation  across  938 
acres. 

The  projected  increase  in 
nonmotorized  recration  use 
from  10  to  20  VDY  would 

reduce  c^portunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

EXie  to  the  area's isolation  and  lack  of 
motorized  recreation  access 

and  anticipated  actions,  no 
loss  or  iiipairment  of  the 
wilderness  vlaues  of 

naturalness  and  primitive 
recreation  is  expec±jed  on 
938  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in 
nonmotorized  recreation  use 
from  10  to  30  VDY  would 

reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  witliin  the  WSA. 

Nonmotorized  Recreatlcxi 
Use 

Opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use 

would  not  change  under  the 
Prcposed  Action/All 
Wilderness  Alternative. 

Opportunities  for nonmotorized  recreation  use 

would  not  c±iange  under  the 
No  Wilderness  Alternative. 

F.  Local  Social  and  Econcanic  Considerations 

No  local  social  or  economic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  Yuma 
District  FEIS.  Therefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  tcpic  will 
occur  in  this  document. 



G.  Summary  of  WSA-Specific  Public  Comments 

The  following  is  a  summary  of  all  ooinments  received.  YncMn  inaccuracies 
are  noted  in  parentheses, 

1.  Inventory  Ftiase:  No  ccraments  addressing  the  wilderness  characteris- 
tics of  the  unit  were  received  during  the  Initicil  Inventory. 

Follcwing  the  inventory,  a  lapidary  society  wrote  opposing  further 
inventory  or  wilderness  consideration  for  this  unit,  because  of 

BIM's  failure  to  portray  on  maps  all  roads  and  its  lack  of  attention 
to  minercLL  resources,  including  operating  mines,  mineral  locations, 
and  mining  claims. 

Three  letters  were  added  during  the  Intensive  Inventory  period.  All 
were  in  agreement  with  the  findings  that  the  area  has  potential  for 
further  wilderness  consideraticai.  Ihey  mentioned  the  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreatiai  provided  by  this 
unit  and  the  need  to  protect  this  area,  vdiich  is  one  of  the  best 
exairples  of  wild  lands  in  the  west. 

2.  Study  Phase:  Draft  Yuma  Resource  Management  Plan  (RMP)  and  EIS. 
Ihe  Draft  PMP  recoanmended  that  this  WSA  and  several  other  WSAs  in 

the  Yuma  District  be  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness.  Many 
respondents  sL^ported  this  general  recommendation,  vAiile  others 

c^jposed  it. 

Five  respondents  specifically  mentioned  this  WSA.  Ihe  Yuma  Chapter 

of  the  Audubon  Society  approved  the  BIM's  reccxnmendation  of 
wilderness  suitability  for  this  unit.  They  noted  its  wildlife 
resources,  the  lack  of  mining  claims  and  the  low  potenticil  for 
mineral,  gas,  oil,  and  geothermal  resources.  They  cdso  noted  that 
the  adjoining  yiSh  in  the  CDCA  has  been  reocmmended  as  suitable  and 
that  a  wilderness  recommendation  would  be  ajprcpriate  for  this  WSA. 
The  California  D^jartment  of  Fish  and  Game  noted  that  the  mule  deer 
occurs  in  this  unit. 

A  regional  mining  council  stated  that  this  unit  has  significant 
potenticil  for  gold  and  geothermal  resources.  The  California 
Division  of  Mines  and  Geology  said  that  the  wilderness 
recommendation  for  this  area  could  prevent  mineral  exploration.  CSie 
individual  respondent  requested  that  this  WSA  be  designated  suitable 
for  wilderness. 

3.  Draft  EIS  on  Proposed  Wilderness  Program  for  Yuma  District:  The 

Proposed  Wilderness  Program  continued  the  earlier  recommendation  of 
the  Resource  Management  Plan  (FMP)  that  this  WSA  be  recommended 
suitable  for  wilderness.  Many  respondents  sij^jported  wilderness  for 
this  unit,  as  well  as  a  suitability  recommendation  for  cill  of  the 
WSAs  in  the  Yuma  District.  Other  respondents  were  equally  exposed 
to  wilderness  for  this  and  other  WSAs,  mostly  because  of  concern 
over  access  for  mineral  exploration  and  develcpnent  of  claims. 
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Five  oanments  specificcilly  mentioned  this  WSA.  Ihe  Arizona  Mining 
Associaticn  and  a  r^resentative  of  the  precious  metals  industry 
wanted  this  area  to  be  left  open. 

The  Yuma  Chapter  of  the  Audubon  Society  and  an  individual 
respondent  wanted  a  suitability  reoommendaticai.  Ihe  Society  urged 
that  if  C3OTigress  declcires  the  adjoining  Oiemehuevi  Mountains  WSA  in 
California  as  wilderness,  this  small  addition  shculd  also  become 
wilderness. 

Ihe  California  D^)artment  of  Fish  and  Game  stated  that  it  has  a  14- 
year  plan  to  relocate  and  reintroduce  desert  bi^om  she^  back  into 
suitable  historic  ranges  in  the  Oiemehuevi  Mountains,  and  that  BLM 
should  recognize  that  this  program  should  not  be  hindered  by 
restrictions  cai  vehicle  access. 

No  oanments  were  received  from  local  government. 
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1.      IHE  STUDY  AREA 1,463  acres 

Ihe  Whijple  Mountains  Addition  WSA  is  located  in  San  Bernardino  County. 
Parker,  Arizona,  located  roomily  five  miles  northwest  is  the  closest 
contnunity.  Ihe  WSA  consists  of  1,343  acres  of  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
withdrawn  public  land,  administered  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (HEM) 
(see  Map  1  and  Table  1) . 

This  VISA  is  contiguous  with  the  Whipple  Mcxmtains  WSA  (CDCA-312) .  The 
Whipple  Mountains  Addition  WSA  is  bounded  on  the  west  by  the  Whipple 
Mountains  WSA.  To  the  south,  the  WSA  boundary  is  delineated  by  private  land 
and  to  the  east,  the  boundary  follows  a  maintained  pcwerline  road. 

The  unit  includes  a  portion  of  the  rugged  eastern  Whipple  Mountains,  and  is 
dissected  by  four  snvall  washes.  Vegetation  is  sparse,  consisting  of  creosote 
bush,  brittle  bush  and  cholla,  with  palo  verde  in  the  washes. 

The  VISA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLEMA) .  Three  different  suitability  reccmnendations  were 
analyzed  in  the  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact  Statement:  eill 
wilderness,  no  wilderness  and  a  90%  suitable  particLL  wilderness  ciltemative 
recoaonmending  1,343  acres  for  wilderness  designation. 

2.  REOCMIENDATK^  AND  RATTOCVLE        1,343  acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 

120  BLM  acres  reccramended  for 
nonwildemess 

Ninety  percent  suitable  partial  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  this 
V^A.  The  120  acres  in  this  WSA  reccmmended  nonsuitable  are  released  for  uses 

other  than  wilderness.  This  recommendation  will  be  implemented  in  a  manner 
which  will  use  all  practical  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmentcil 
iirpacts. 

The  all-wilderness  recommendation  is  environmentally  preferable.  This  is 
because  it  would  result  in  the  least  change  frcm  the  existing  natural 
environment  over  the  long  term.  It  is  not  the  recommendation  for  this  WSA, 
however,  for  the  reasons  described  above. 

The  western  portion  of  this  WSA  is  reccramended  for  wilderness  designation 
because:   (1)  v^en  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  suitably  recommended 
Whijple  Mountains  WSA,  the  unit  is  in  a  nearly  undisturbed  natural  state  and 
possesses  outstanding  wilderness  values;  (2)  the  unit  is  a  logical  extension 
of  the  suitably  reocmmended  Whipple  Mountains  WSA;  and  (3)  the  unit  possesses 
many  special  features. 



Ihe  area's  wilderness  values  of  naturcilness,  cpportunities  for  solitude  and 
for  primitive  and  unoonf ined  types  of  recreation,  are  outstanding  vAien 
considered  as  a  part  of  the  adjacent  study  area.   Within  the  Whipple 
Mountains  Addition  WSA,  natural  features  have  been  influenced  primarily  by 
the  forces  of  nature.  The  area  is  located  contiguous  with  the  eastern  border 
of  the  Whipple  Mountains  WSA.  Ihis  proximity  enhances  the  wilderness  values 
and  cpportunities  to  be  had  in  both  WSAs.  Ihe  suitability  recanmendation  will 
preclude  any  further  vehicular  use  of  ̂ proximately  two  miles  of  primitive 
access  routes  of  travel. 

Within  this  small  unit,  there  are  many  special  features.  The  area  contains 
crucicil  habitat  for  desert  bi^om  she^  and  supports  other  sensitive  desert 
life  fonrs  such  as  the  desert  tortoise  and  barrel  cactus. 

The  120  acres  along  the  WSA's  east  side  are  not  reccammended  for  wilderness. 
These  lands  are  within  a  utility  corridor  and  their  use  is  irrportant  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  existing  structures. 

TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Stut^  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 
BLM  (surface  and  subsurface)  1,463 
Split  Estate     (BLM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Total  1,463 

Within  the  Reccanmended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 

BLM           (within  WSA)  1,343 
BLM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BLM  Land  Reccammended  for  Wilderness  1,343 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BLM  (surface  and  subsurface)  120 
Split  Estate    (BLM  surface  only)  0 

Total  BLM  Land  Not  Reccxnmended  for  Wilderness         120 
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3.   CKCTERIA  OONSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WIIDERNESS  REOCMMENDATiaJS 

A.  Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness:  Numerous  prospects  and  abandoned  mine  shafts  are  in 
the  area,  but  these  cperations  are  not  substantially  noticeable. 
The  unit  generally  appears  natural. 

2.  Solitude;  This  WSA  would  offer  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  only  if  it  is  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the 
contiguous  Whipple  Mountains  WSA. 

This  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  talcing  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  teitporary  effects  on  solitude  vdiich 
are  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  This  WSA  would  offer 

outstanding  c^portunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
only  if  it  is  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  contiguous 
Whipple  Mountains  WSA. 

4.  Special  Features:  Two  sensitive  wildlife  species,  desert  bi^om 
she^  and  desert  tortoise,  live  in  the  WSA.  The  desert  tortoise  is 
kncwn  to  live  in  washes  and  foothills  in  lew  densities  of  fewer  than 

20  individuals  per  square  mile.  The  tortoise  is  under  status  review 
by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  for  possible  listing  eis  a 
threatened  or  endangered  species.  The  Whipple  Mountains  are  an 
historic  range  for  desert  bi^om  sheep,  a  BLM  sensitive  species 
that  inhabits  the  isolated  canyon  and  mountain  terrain  found  in  this 
study  area.  All  of  this  WSA  contains  crucial  habitat  for  the 
species.  Current  pcpulation  for  the  Whipple  Mountains  herd  is 
estimated  to  be  85  sheep. 

The  WSA  also  contains  possible  habitat  for  the  little  long-nosed 
bat,  a  sensitive  s^jecies  that  inhabits  caves,  old  mine  tunnels  and 
buildings. 

Packrat  middens  are  present  in  the  Whipple  Mountains  prcper.  These 
are  inportant  to  scientific  investigations  that  seek  to  reconstruct 
environmental  and  vegetation  conditions  spanning  the  p)ast  40,000 

years. 

The  Whipple  Mountains  WSA  has  the  largest  of  only  a  few  stands  of 
saguaro  cactus  found  in  California.  The  barrel  cactus  may  also  be 
found  on  gravelly  or  rocky  slcpes,  canyon  walls,  gravelly  fans  and 
wash  margins  at  600  to  3,000  feet  elevation.  This  WSA  is  one  of  the 
few  locations  for  foothills  palo  verde,  vAiich  hybridizes  with  blue 
palo  verde  along  the  Colorado  River  Aqueduct. 



Ihis  WSA  is  a  portion  of  the  Whipple  Mountains,  vAiich  have  numerous 
ritual  sites  and  mountainous  areas  that  are  inportant  in  the 
traditional  beliefs  for  the  Colorado  River  Indian  Tribes.  A 

majority  of  the  geologic  formations  in  the  range  have  significance 
for  these  tribes.  Ihere  are  many  trails  in  and  across  the  WSA. 

B.  Diversity  in  the  Nationcd  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.  Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  featur-es  as 
represented  by  ecosystems;  Ihe  Whipple  Mountains  Addition  WSA 

contains  1,463  acres  of  the  American  Desert  Province/Palo  Verde- 
Cactus  Shrub  vegetative  assemblage  as  defined  by  Bailey  and  Kuchler. 
Inclusion  of  this  WSA  would  not  add  diversity  to  ecosystem 
r^resentation  in  the  NWPS. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas     Other  BIN  Studies 
Domain/Province/FtJV  areas  acres      areas  acres 

NATIONWIDE 

American  Desert/Palo  Verde-       2   271,403       42  1,544,287 
Cactus  Shrub 

CALIFORNIA 

American  Desert/Palo  Verde-       0  11    592,308 
Cactus  Shrub 

2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population  centers; 

The  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  three  major  population 
centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  designated 

areas  and  other  BIM  study  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  the 
population  centers. 



Table  3 

Wilderness  Opportuniti^  for  Residents 
of  Major  Population  Centers 

Population 
Centers 
California 

Riverside-San  Bernardino 

Arizona 

Phoenix 

Nevada 

Las  Vegas 

NWPS  areas 
cireas  acres 

Other  BIM  Studies 
areas  acres 

22     2,031,054   205    7,658,649 

40     1,758,456   118    4,449,908 

46     3,507,293   311    11,186,463 

3.  Balancing  the  aeoqratAiic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas;  The  WSA 
is  within  50  air  miles  of  seven  BIM  WSAs  recommended  for  wilderness 

designation.  Ihe  closest  designated  wilderness  areas  are  located  in 
Joshua  Tree  National  Monument,  located  approximately  75  miles 
southwest. 

C.  Manaaeabil  ity 

The  Whipple  Mountains  Addition  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness  v*ien 
considered  as  an  integrcil  part  of  the  larger  contiguous  Whipple 
Mountains  WSA.  However,  there  are  issues  v*iich  conplicate 
manageability. 

The  boundaries  of  this  unit  cire  easily  manageable.  To  the  west  and 
south,  adjacent  land  uses  are  ooirpatible  with  wilderness,  and  preclude 
entry  of  motorized  vehicles  into  the  area.  The  eastern  boundary,  a 
maintained  dirt  road,  is  easily  discemable  and  use  along  it  would  be 
relatively  siirple  to  control. 

At  the  present  time,  the  entire  unit  is  withdrawn  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  (USER) . 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well  as 
the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Enercry  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  Known  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminary 
Suitability  Reccgnmendation;  The  Whipple  Mountains  Addition  WSA  is 

located  in  the  BIM  Whijple  Mountains  Geology-Energy^linerals  (G-E-M) 
Resource  Area  (GRA) .  The  Draft  Yuma  District  EIS  (1987)  for  Arizona 
states  that  base  and  precious  metcil  mineralization  related  to 
detachment  faulting  occur  in  the  Whipple  Mountains.  Hydrothermally 



d^xDsited  barium,  manganese,  iron,  cxjfper,  gold,  and  silver  are 
found  in  rocks  ranging  in  age  from  Precambrian  to  Miocene.  Althou^ 
no  mineral  d^x)sits  in  economic  quantities  were  reported  from  the 
WSA,  significant  metallic  d^xssits  were  known  within  a  few  miles. 
Ihe  Cc^jper  Basin  Mine,  two  miles  from  the  southern  boundary  of  the 
WSA,  produced  cc^per  prior  to  World  War  II  and  has  denonstrated 
reserves  of  7,200  tons  of  copper.  The  Monument  King  and  Moulton 
Mines,  approximately  five  miles  to  the  southeast,  produced  more  than 
702  tons  of  manganese  during  the  two  world  wars.  Nearby  deposits 
with  recorded  production  and  the  mineral  potential  of  the  adjacent 
Whijple  Mountains  WSA  indicated  a  moderate  potential  for  metallic 
mineralization  in  this  WSA. 

Ihe  Whifple  Mountains  G3RA  r^xDrt  stated  that  althoui^  recorded 
production  figures  are  virtually  nonexistent,  written  descriptions 
indicate  that  many  mines  were  producing.  Kiown  production  and 
reserves  indicated  that  copper  and  gold  were  the  most  iirportant 
ccramodities  found  in  the  Whipple  Mountains.  Over  12  million  tons  of 
ore  averaging  0.544  percent  ccpper  (equivalent  to  139  million 
pounds  of  ccpper)  had  been  delineated  in  the  Copper  Basin  area,  one 
mile  south  of  the  WSA.  Ihe  Roulette  Mine,  three  miles  north  of  the 
WSA,  produced  about  270  ounces  of  gold.  Ihe  Rincon  Mine  produced  at 
least  5,000  pounds  of  cofper  and  about  50  ounces  of  gold.  Placer 
gold  was  also  produced  from  Whipple  Wash,  two  miles  west  of  the  WSA. 
During  both  World  Wars,  144,900  pounds  of  manganese  were  produced 
from  the  Monument  King  Mine  and  18,830  pounds  were  produced  from  the 

Stewart  Mine.  Ihe  Black  Metal  Mine,  one-half  mile  northeast, 
produced  rich  silver  oib  before  1880. 

Ihe  GRA  file  shows  the  WSA  within  an  area  classified  as  having  high 
potential  for  the  occurrence  of  metallic  resources  based  on  past 
producers  and/or  resources  associated  with  a  favorable  geologic 
environment.  Ihe  GRA  file  shows  the  WSA  within  an  area  having  a 
geochemical  anomaly  for  molybdenum,  silver,  zinc,  and  lead.  Ihe 
combination  of  favorable  geology,  geochemical  anomaly,  claim 
staking,  and  past  esqDloration  interest  within  the  WSA  and 
surrounding  past  producers  support  the  hi(^  mineral  potential. 

2.  Summary  of  Significant  New  Mineral  Resource  E)ata  Collected  Since  the 

Preliminary  Suitability  Recommendation  Which  Should  Be  Considered  in 
the  Final  E)ecision:  All  but  the  northeast  edge  of  the  WSA  is 
adjacent  to  the  Whipple  Mountains  WSA  viiich  was  assessed  for  mineral 
potential  by  USGS  and  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  (BCM)  in  1980.  Ihe 
results  of  these  surveys  were  published  as  Open  File  R^xDrt  (OFR) 

82-956,  released  in  1982.  Ihe  USGS  and  BCM  r^xDrt  indicates  that 
the  mineralized  zones  in  the  adjacent  Whipple  Mountains  WSA  are 
predominantly  associated  with  either  a  detachment  fault  system  or 
granitic  plutons.  Ihe  major  mineralization  occurs  along  the 
perimeter  of  the  WSA  with  only  minor  mineralization  toward  the 
center.  Arecis  of  moderate  to  hi^  mineral  resource  occurrence 
potential  were  described  in  the  USGS  and  BCM  report.  Along  the 
western  boundary  of  the  WSA,  the  Whijple  Mountain  detachment  fault 
system  was  found  to  have  a  moderate  to  locally  hi^  potential  for 



the  occurrence  of  gold,  silver,  and  base  metals  such  as  oc^per, 
arsenic  and  molybdenum.  This  ntmercilization  occurs  on  both  the 
L^jper  and  Icwer  fault  plates. 

Ihe  WSA  is  cissociated  with  the  granitic  plutons,  similar  to  the 
geologic  environments  in  the  adjacent  CDCA  WSA.  Map  2  shews  that 
the  WSA  is  classified  as  having  a  hi<^  potential  for  the  occurrence 
of  gold,  silver,  and  copper  based  on  the  GRA  classification,  and  the 
supporting  data  from  the  USGS  and  BCM  for  the  adjacent  CDCA  WSA. 

Adjacent  to  the  WSA,  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the  CDCA  WSA,  the 
area  was  assessed  as  having  speculative  potential  for  uranium  based 
on  aerial  anomalies  and  scintillcmeter  readings  taken  during  field 
visits.  A  BLM  classification  of  lew  potential  for  occurrence  of 
uranium  is  assigned  to  the  WSA  because  the  anorocilies  in  USGS  and  BCM 
r^xDrt  pr^jared  for  the  adjacent  WSA  ajpear  to  be  associated  with 
Tertiary  volcanic  rocks  vdiich  are  almost  entirely  excluded  from  the 
WSA. 

As  of  January,  1988,  no  mineral  sales  or  leases  had  been  issued 
within  this  WSA.  Ihe  WSA  is  under  a  USER  withdrawal  viiich 

segregates  the  subject  WSA  frcm  location  and  entry  under  the  mining 
laws. 
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E.     Impact  on  Resources 

Table  4 
Ccsnoparative  Summary  of  the  Iirpacts  by  Alternative 

Environmental  Issues 
Prc^xDsed  Action/  No- wilderness  Alternative 

All-Wilderness  Alternative 

Wilderness  Vcilues 

Designated  Area 

Wilderness  designation 
would  enhance  the 
wilderness  values  of 

solitude  and  primitive  and 
unconf ined  recreation  on 

1,463  acres  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on 

one-half  mile  of  trails. 

Nbndesignated  Area 

Motorized  recreation  use  on 
one-half  mile  of  trails 
would  continue  to  inpair 
the  wilderness  values  of 

solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  120  acres. 

McTtorized  RBCxeaticn  Use 
Closing  one-half  mile 
trails  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would 

eliminate  all  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreation 

use  in  the  designated 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

An  estimated  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use  to 
60  VDY  from  50  VDY  would 

not  affect  cpportunities 
for  motorized  recreation 

use  on  the  one-half  mile  of 
trails  in  the  nondesignated 

portion  of  the  WSA. 

Nbnmoftorized  Recaneation 
Use 

Opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  on  all 

1,463  acres  of  the 
designated  portion  of  the 
WSA  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation  use  on 

one-half  mile  of  trails. 

Nonmotorized  recreation 

c^portunities  would  be 
lessened  across  1,463  acres 
by  the  development  of  two 
surface  mines  on  claims 

with  valid  existing  ri^ts. 

(Importunities  for nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be 

inpaired  across  120  acres 
by  motorized  recreation  use 
on  one-half  mile  of  trails. 
These  opportunities  would 
be  further  iirpaired  by  a  20 

percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally 

iirpaired  across  120  acres 

by  pxxo/erline  maintenance 
activities. 
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Table  4  -  Comparative  Summary  of  the  Inpacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

Environmental  Issues 
Proposed  ActioiV  No- 
wilderness  Alternative 

All-Wilderness  Alternative 

cultural  Resouroes Wilderness  designation 
would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual 
disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one 

potentially  eligible 
National  Register  site  by 

closing  one-half  mile  of 
trails  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Increased  visitation  by 
nonmotorized  recreation 
users  could  result  in 
isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  or  site 
destruction. 

Nondesignation  of  this 
portion  of  the  WSA  would 
prctoably  not  affect  any 
significant  cultural 
resources  within  the  WSA. 

Native  American  VaLLues Wilderness  designation 
would  benefit  the  natural 
and  cultural  conditions 

considered  necessary  to 
maintain  Native  American 
traditional  values 

associated  with  the  Whipple 
Mountains  Addition  area  by 
eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  within  the 

designated  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

On  the  portion  of  the 
Whipple  Mountains  Addition 
WSA  not  designated 
wilderness,  increases  in 
motorized  recreation  use 
from  50  to  60  VDY  could 

adversely  irtpact  the 
conditions  considered 
necessary  for  maintaining 
Native  American  values. 

Crucial  Wildlife  Habitat No  iirpacts  to  crucial 
bi^om  sheep  habitat  are 

projected  in  the 
nondesignated  portion  of 
the  WSA. 
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Table  4  -  Ccarparative  Summary  of  the  Iirpacts  by  Alternative  (Cjont'd) 

Environmental  Issues 
Prqposed  ActioiV  No- wilderness  Alternative 

All-Wilderness  Alternative 

Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation 
would  minimize  the 

potential  for  motor 
vehicles  crushing  desert 
tortoise  individuals  and 

burrcws  by  closing  one-half 
mile  of  trails  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on 
one-half  mile  of  trails 
would  continue  to 

occasionally  crush  desert 
tortoise  individuals  and 
their  burxovs. 

Wilderness  Values Wilderness  designaticn 
\^3uld  enhance  the 
wilderness  values  of 

solitude  and  primitive  and 
unoanf  ined  recreatiai  en 

1,463  cicres  by  precluding 
poMerline  neintenanoe 
eictivities  and  eliminating 
motorized  recr^itiGn  use  en 
cne.  mile  of  trails. 

Ihe  pmjected  increase  in 
nonmotorized  recreaticn  use 
frcrn  40  to  100  vro  would 

reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Motorized  recTBation  use 
on  one  mile  of  trails  and 
1.75  miles  of  mine  roads 

WDuld  continue  to  inpair 
the  wilderness  values  of 

naturalness,  solitude  and 

primitive  recrsaticn 
cpportuni.ties  on  1,463 
acres.  The  projected 
incEBase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  from  60  to 
125  VDY  joaold   further 

inpair  solitude  and 
primitive  recTBation 
opportunities  in  this  area. 

Powerline  maintenance 
activities  would  cause  a 

loss  or  inpairment  of 
wilderness  VcLLues  of 

naturalness,  solitude  and 

primitive  recreation 

qpportunities  on  120  acres. 

The  projected  increase  in 
nonmotorized  recreaticn  sue 
frtm  40  to  75  VEY  would 

reduce  opportunities  for 
solitude  within  the  WSA. 
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Table  4  -  Ccaooparative  Summary  of  the  Iirpacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

Environmental  Issues 
Prcpcsed  Action/  No- 
wilderness  Alternative 

All-Wilderness  Alternative 

Motorized  RecaTeaticn  Use Closing  one  mile  of  trails 
to  motorized  recreation  use 
would  eliminate  all 

c^portunities  for  motorized 
recreation  use  within  the 
WSA. 

An  estimated  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use 
to  125  VDY  frcm  60  VDY 
would  not  affect 

opportunities  for  motorized 
recreation  use  on  the  one 
mile  of  trails  within  the 

WSA,  except  for  some 
inpairment  during  heavy  use 

periods. 

Nboonotorized  RBGreaticn  Use (importunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  enhanced  on  all 

1,4653  acres  of  the  WSA  by 
precluding  powerline 
maintenance  activities,  and 
by  eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  one  mile 
of  trails. 

Opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  continue  to  be 

inpaired  across  1,380  acres 
by  motorized  recreation  use 
on  one  mile  of  trails. 

Ihese  opportunities  would 
be  further  inpaired  by  a 

108  percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for 
nonmotorized  recreation  use 
would  be  occasionally 

inpaired  across 
approximately  120  acres  by 
pcwerline  maintenance 
activities. 

cultural  Resouroes Wilderness  designation 
would  help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual 
disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one 

potentially  eligible 
National  Register  site  by 
closing  one  mile  of  trails 
to  motorized  recreation 
use. 

One  potentially  eligible 
National  Register  site 
could  be  adversely  irrpacted 

by  casual  distu2±)ance, 
vandalism  or  destruction 

resulting  form  increased 
visitation  by  recreation 
users. 
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Table  4  -  Ccstiparative  Surnmary  of  the  Iitpac±s  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

Environmental  Issues 

Native  American  Values 

Prcposed  Action/  No- wilderness  Alternative 

Wilderness  designation 
would  benefit  the  natural 
and  cultural  conditions 

considered  necessary  to 
maintain  Native  American 
traditional  values 
associated  with  Whipple 
Mountains  Addition  area  by 
eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  within  the 
WSA. 

All-Wilderness  Alternative 

Increase  in  recreation  use 
from  100  to  200  VDY  would 

inpair  the  conditions 
considered  necessary  to 
maintain  Native  American 
traditional  values 
associated  with  the  Whipple 
Mountains  Addition  area. 

Special  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

Wilderness  designation 
would  minimize  the 

potenticil  for  motor 
vehicles  crushing  desert 
tortoise  individuals  and 

burrcws  by  closing  one  mile 
of  trails  to  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Motorized  recreation  use  on 
one  mile  of  trails  would 
continue  to  occasionally 
crush  desert  tortoise 
individuals  and  their 

burrows. 

F.  Local  Social  and  Economic  Considerations 

No  local  social  or  econcmic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  Yuma 

District  Wilderness  EIS.  Therefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  tqpic 
will  occur  in  this  document. 

G.  Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Comments 

The  following  is  a  summary  of  all  ccanments  received, 
are  known  to  exist  are  noted  in  parentheses. 

Inaccuraci^  that 

1.  Inventory  Phase:  During  the  Initial  Inventory,  USER,  lower  Colorado 
Region,  noted  that  the  Whipple  Wash  Pump  Storage  Project  will 

require  500-kv  powerline  corridors  and  other  appurtenant  structures 
viiich  may  traverse  or  encroach  on  the  potential  wilderness  area. 

No  comments  addressing  the  wilderness  characteristics  of  the  unit 
were  received.  Following  the  inventory,  a  lapidary  society  wrote 

opposing  further  inventory  of  stuc^  of  this  unit  because  of  BIM's 
failure  to  portray  on  maps  all  roads  and  its  lack  of  attention  to 
mineral  resources,  including  cperating  mines,  mineral  locations,  and 
mining  claims. 
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Four  letters  were  added  during  the  Intensive  Inventory  period. 
Itiree  were  in  agreement  with  the  findings  that  the  area  has 
potential  for  further  wilderness  consideration.  Ihey  mentioned  the 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
provided  by  this  unit  and  the  need  to  protect  this  area,  vdiich  is 
one  of  the  best  exanples  of  wild  lands  in  the  west.  The  fourth 
letter  stated  that  mine  workings  and  vehicle  routes  are  scattered 
over  portions  of  the  unit. 

2.  Study  Hiase:  Draft  Yuma  Resource  Management  Plan  (PMP)  and  EIS. 
Ihe  Draft  EMP  reccammended  that  this  WSA  and  several  other  WSAs  in 

the  Yuma  District  be  recommended  unsuitable  for  wilderness.  Many 
respondents  SL^ported  this  general  recommendation.  In  contrast,  a 
large  number  of  respondents  stated  their  desire  for  a  great  deail 
more  wilderness  than  was  reccmmended  by  the  Bureau.  Most  of  these 
letters  specified  particular  VBAs,  though  none  mentioned  this  VGA. 
Several  individuals  and  organizations  proposed  that  all  of  the  WSAs 
within  the  planning  area  be  designated  suitable.  One  writer  noted 
that  the  rigorous  screening  process  had  eliminated  all  but  the  most 
outstanding  WSAs.  Two  people  v^o  ccanmented  suggested  that  all  WSAs 
not  recomroended  as  suitable  should  be  given  a  designation  that  would 
assure  protection  for  their  unique  resources. 

Five  respondents  mentioned  this  particular  WSA.  Ihe  Yuma  Audubon 
Society  pointed  out  the  inconsistency  of  the  FMP/EIS  in  evaluating 
the  wilderness  values  of  this  WSA  both  hi^  and  moderate.  The 
society  also  noted  the  hi^  ranking  of  the  adjacent  Whijple 
Mountains  VKA  in  the  California  Desert  District  (8th  out  of  137 
WSAs) .  Ihey  stated  that  a  wilderness  designation  would  not 
interfere  with  other  uses,  since  the  area  is  not  used  for  grazing  or 

for  off-hi^way  vehicle  (ON)   recreation,  it  has  only  nine  mining 
claims,  and  its  wilderness  designation  are  the  wildlife  values,  the 
potential  for  cultural  resources,  the  rugged  habitat  and 
(Importunities  for  primitive  recreation,  and  the  absence  of  visible 
man-made  features. 

Ihe  California  Resources  Agency  (the  Department  of  Fish  and  Game) 
stated  that  mule  deer  are  present  in  this  unit,  but  that  their 
number  is  declining  because  of  residential  develcpanent  near  the 
Colorado  River.  Ihe  California  Division  of  Mines  and  Geology  stated 
that  this  genercil  area  has  occurrences  of  ccpper,  silver,  and  gold 
and  that  a  wilderness  reccammendation  could  prevent  mineral 
e^qDloration.  Two  respondents  wanted  this  WSA  designated  suitable 
for  wilderness. 

3.  Draft  EIS  on  Proposed  Wilderness  Program  for  Yuma  District:  Ihe 
Proposed  Wilderriess  Program  changed  the  reccanmendation  for  this  WSA 

from  No-Wilderness  to  Partial-Wilderness;  1,343  acres  would  be 
suitable,  and  the  remaining  120  acres,  v*iich  lie  along  the  eastern 
border  of  the  unit,  would  be  unsuitable.  Ihese  120  acres  are  part 
of  a  utility  corridor  and  would  be  used  for  maintenance  of  a 

prc^x>sed  powerline.  Many  respondents  sij^ported  the  Bureau's 
recommendations;  scsne  wanted  the  entire  WSA  recommended  suitable; 
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and  a  large  number  wanted  no-wilderness  here  because  of  concerns 
about  mineral  exploration  and  access  to  claims. 

Six  ccstiments  addressed  this  specific  WSA.  Four  respondents  exposed 
wilderness  here,  including  two  individual  miners,  a  representative 
of  the  precious  metal  industry,  and  the  Arizona  Mining  Association. 
Ihe  area  is  kncwn  to  have  potential  for  mineralization, 

particularly  gold  and  silver.  One  respondent  approved  BIM's 
partial-wilderness  reconmendation,  and  another,  the  Yuma  Chapter  of 
the  Audubon  Society,  wanted  the  entire  WSA  to  be  designated 
wilderness. 

No  ccanments  were  received  frcxn  local  government. 
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HIG  MftRIA  MJJtfTMNS  NORIHEBN  ADDmCW  WHXER^ESS  STOEY  ARB^   fWEA) 

(AZ-050-018) 

1.  THE  STUDY  AREA 495  acres 

Ihe  Big  Maria  Mountains  Northern  Addition  WSA  is  located  in  Riverside  County, 
roui^y  30  miles  north  of  Blythe,  Ccilifomia.  Ihe  WSA  is  cxxiposed  entirely 
of  Bureau  of  Reclamation  withdrawn  public  land,  administered  by  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  (BIM)  (see  Map  1  and  Table  1) . 

This  WSA  is  contiguous  with  the  Big  Maria  Mountains  WSA  (CDCA-321) .  The  Big 
Maria  Mountains  Northern  Addition  VGA  is  bounded  on  the  north  and  west  by  the 
Big  Maria  Mountains  WSA  boundary.  To  the  south,  the  WSA  boundary  is 
delineated  by  private  land.  On  the  east  side,  the  boundary  follows  a 
transmission  line  and  the  Colorado  River  Indian  Reservation  boundary. 

Ihe  area  embraces  a  small  section  of  an  extensive  bajada  sloping  eastward 
from  the  Riverside  Mountains  to  the  Colorado  River.  Ihe  slcpes,  dissected  by 
washes,  are  almost  entirely  covered  by  desert  pavement.  Vegetation  consists 
mostly  of  ironwood,  confined  to  the  washes. 

Ihe  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  FedercLL  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLFMA) .  Two  different  suitability  reccaranendations  were 
ancilyzed  in  the  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Environmental  Inpact  Statement:  no 
wilderness  and  eill  wilderness. 

2.   RECOMMENDATION  AND  RATTnNATK 

495 

acres  recanmended  for 
wilderness 
BIM  acres  recanmended  for 
nonwildemess 

No  wilderness  is  the  reccsumendation  for  this  WSA.  Ihe  entire  acreage  in  this 
WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  Ihis  reccnimendation  will  be 

irrplemented  in  a  manner  v*iich  will  use  all  practical  means  to  avoid  or 
minimize  environmental  inpacts. 

Ihe  all-wilderness  recoanmendation  is  environmentally  preferable  as  it  would 
result  in  the  least  change  frxan  the  existing  natural  environment  over  the 
long  term. 

Ihis  WSA  is  not  recanmended  for  wilderness  designation  because  the 
contiguous  Big  Maria  WSA  is  not  recanmended  for  wilderness  designation,  and 
alone,  this  small  parcel  does  not  contain  sufficient  acreage  or  wilderness 
values  to  stand  on  its  own  as  a  wilderness  area. 



The  Big  Maria  Northern  Addition  WSA  does  not  provide  outstanding 
c^jportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  types  of  recreation 
as  an  autoncauous  unit.  Only  vtien  included  with  the  larger  Big  Maria  Mountain 

WSA  do  this  WSA's  wilderness  values  and  size  sufficiently  satis^  the 
criteria  set  forth  in  Section  2(c)  of  the  1964  Wilderness  Act.  Consequently, 
on  its  cwn  the  VKA  fails  to  meet  two  of  the  three  criteria,  eliminating  the 
cirea  from  consideration  as  wilderness.  No  routes  of  travel  have  been 
identified  within  the  WSA. 
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TABIE  1  -    Land  Status  and  Acreage  Smranary  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 

BUM  (surface  and  subsurface)  495 
Split  Estate     (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Total  495 

Within  the  Reccanmended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 
BIM           (within  WSA)  0 
BIM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness 

Inholdings 

State  '        0 
Private  0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BLM  (surface  and  subsurface)  495 
Split  Estate    (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness         495 

3.   CRITEKEA  CONSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  IHE  WIIDERNESS  REOOMMENDATIONS 

A.  Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness;  Ihis  WSA  aj^3ears  generally  natural,  with  human 
influences  substantially  unnoticeable.  Human  iitprints  in  the  area 

are  present  only  in  the  form  of  one  vehicle-way  that  crosses  its 
southern  end,  and  extends  on  into  the  contiguous  WSA.  The  route  is 
not  substantially  noticeable. 

2.  Solitude;  This  area  offers  outstanding  c^Dportunities  for  solitude 
only  v^en  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  contiguous  Big  Maria 
Mountains  WSA. 



Tliis  WSA  is  periodically  overflcwn  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  afproved  military 
cperating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  Ihe  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  tetrporary  effects  on  solitude  v*iich 
are  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
pr^)aredness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  This  area  offers  outstanding 
c^portunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  only  vdien 
considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  contiguous  Big  Maria  WSA  . 

4.  Special  Features:  Foxtail  cactus  (Coryphantha  vivipara  var. 
alversonii)  and  barrel  cactus  (Ferocactus  acanthodes) ,  both 
classified  as  BIM  sensitive  plant  species,  may  be  found  in  the  WSA. 
Ihese  species  are  also  Federal  candidates  for  threatened  and 
endangered  status. 

B.  Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preserv^ation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.  Assessincf  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  by  ecosystems:  Ihis  VKA  contains  495  acres  of  the 

American  Desert/Creosote  Bush-Bur  Sage  ecosystem.  The  Big  Maria 
Mountains  Northern  Addition  WSA  would  not  increase  the  diversity  of 
the  types  of  ecosystems  represented  in  the  NWPS.  The  landform 
represented  here  generally  reflects  that  of  the  surrounding  Colorado 
desert  ecosystems. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  Pi^resentation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas        Other  BIM  Studies 

Damain/Province/FNV  areas    acres     areas         acres 

NATIONWIDE 

American  Desert/Creosote  Bush-     3   126,033      48       1,571,570 
Bur  Sage 

CAIJFORNIA 

American  Desert/Creosote  Bush- 
Bur  Sage  2    26,427       20         977,109 

2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population  centers: 

The  VISh   is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  five  major  pcpulation 
centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  designated 

areas  and  other  BIM  study  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  the 
peculation  centers. 



Table  3 

Wilderness  Opportxmities  for  Residents 
of  Major  Populaticai  CJenters 

Peculation 
Centers 

California 

Anaheim-Santa  Ana 
Riverside-San  Bernardino 
San  Diego 

Arizona 

Kioenix 

Nevada 

Las  Vegas 

NWPS  areas 
areas  acres 

Other  Bm  Studies 
areas  acres 

25  2,823,534  153  5,703,616 
22  2,031,054  205  7,658,649 
15     1,043,680   100    3,378,814 

40     1,758,456   118    4,449,908 

46     3,507,293   311   11,186,463 

3.  Balancing  the  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas:  The  WSA 
is  within  50  air  miles  of  18  ELM.  WSAs  recommended  for  wilderness 

designation.  The  closest  designated  wilderness  eireas  are  located  in 
Joshua  Tree  Nationeil  Monument,  located  40  miles  to  the  west. 

C.  Manageability 

The  Big  Maria  Mountains  Northern  Addition  WSA  is  manageable  cis 
wilderness.  There  are  no  issues  v^ch  would  preclude  or  significantly 
contstrain  manageability  of  this  WSA.  The  southeastern  boundary  is 
defined  by  a  transmission  line  and  would  be  easily  recognizable  by  the 
public.  The  remaining  boundaries  follcw  section  lines  and  are  not 

easily  disoemable  on  the  ground.  This  fact,  coi^led  with  the  area's 
flat  terrain,  could  result  in  potential  prc*)lems  in  restricting  vehicle 
travel.  Signing  would  be  required  to  eliminate  intrusions. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  nationeil  defense  mission  as  well  as 
the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  KhcMi  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminarv 

Suitability  Reccmmendation:  The  Big  Maria  Mountains  Northern 

Addition  WSA  is  located  in  the  BIM  Big  Maria  Geology-Energy-^Iineral 
(G-E^l)  Resource  Area  (GRA) .  The  Draft  Yuma  District  Wilderness 
Environmental  Iirpact  Statement  did  not  include  an  evaluation  of  the 
mineral  potentieil  of  this  WSA.  However,  the  evaluation  of  the 
adjacent  Riverside  Mountains,  part  of  the  Big  Maria  WSA  was 
addressed  in  the  wilderness  portion  of  the  CDCA  Plan  EIS  (Volume  B, 
i^jpendix  III) .  The  CDCA  EIS  indicated  that  the  Riverside  Mountains 



had  a  hi^  potentiad  for  mineralization.  In  the  Riverside 
Mountains  there  has  been  past  production  of  gold,  silver,  and 
cxjpper,  plus  several  manganese  d^xDsits.  Ihe  eastern  portion  of  the 
Riverside  mountains,  v*iich  includes  this  WSA,  was  considered  cis 
having  a  hi^  potenticLL  for  gold,  silver,  cc^^per,  and  manganese. 

On  the  acoarpanying  m^,  data  frcm  the  1980  GRA  files  indicated  that 
the  eastern  side  of  the  Riverside  Mountains  have  a  hi^  potenticLL 
for  the  occurrence  of  gold,  silver,  and  manganese  in  r^lacement 
d^xDsits  in  limestone.  These  d^xDsits,  ip  to  15  feet  thick,  were 
develc^5ed  frcro  mines  in  the  Bendigo  gold  mining  district  (production 
unknown) .  A  hi^  potential  for  the  occurrence  of  gypsum  was  also 
indicated  by  the  1980  GRA  for  the  eastern  Riverside  Mountains. 

In  their  ccinments  to  the  draft  EIS,  the  U.S.  Water  and  Pcwer 

Resources  Service  indicated  a  possible  need  for  rip-rap  sources  on 
the  east  side  of  the  WSA  for  federal  projects  on  the  Colorado  River. 

2.  Summary  of  Significant  New  Mineral  Resource  Data  Collected  Since  the 
Preliminary  Suitability  Reccanmendation  Which  Should  Be  Considered  in 
the  Final  Decision:  Ihe  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  (BCM)  released  a 
summary  report  of  their  investigation  of  the  Big  Maria  WSA  in  Open 

File  R^xjrt  MLA-142-82  in  1982  vAiich  includes  the  Riverside 
Mountains.  Ihe  BCM  report  supports  the  1980  GRA  data  and  indicates 
that  the  Riverside  Mountains  have  areas  of  moderate  to  hi^ 
potenticLL  for  the  occurrence  of  precious  and  strategic  metals  under 
the  BIM  mineral  classification  system.  Ihe  report  indicates  that 
twelve  properties  on  the  eastern  side  of  the  Riverside  Mountains, 
six  miles  north  of  the  WSA,  have  moderate  to  hi^  econcmic  potential 
for  the  occurrence  of  silver,  gold,  cc^per,  and  moliiDdenum. 

Based  on  similar  geologic  environment,  replacement  d^xDsits  in 
limestone,  the  WSA  is  classified  as  having  a  high  potential  for  the 
occurrence  of  gold,  silver,  and  gypsum  and  a  moderate  potential  for 
the  occurrence  of  limestone  under  the  BLM  classification  system.  In 
the  Riverside  Mountains,  cc^per,  manganese,  mol^iDdenum,  lead,  zinc 
and/or  iron  are  often  associated  with  gold  and  silver  deposits, 
hcwever  insufficient  information  is  available  to  classify  the  VKA 
for  these  minerals. 

As  of  January,  1988,  there  were  no  urpatented  mining  claims,  mineral 
ScLLes  or  leases  located  in  the  WSA.  However,  there  are  mining 
claims  immediately  northwest  of  the  WSA.  Ihe  WSA  has  been 
withdrawn  from  mineral  entry  as  part  of  the  Colorado  River 
reclamation  project  since  1902,  this  accounts  for  the  apparent  lack 
of  minercLL  interest  (mining  claims)  in  the  subject  WSA. 
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E.     iTPPact  on  Rescaorces 

Table  4  -  Cjcmparative  Summary  of  the  Iiipacts  hy  Alternative 

Environmental  Issue 

Wilderness  Values 

Prcposed  ActioiVNo- Wildemess 

Motorized  recreation 
use  on  0.2  miles  of 

vehicle  ways  would 
continue  to  irtpair  the 
wilderness  values  of 

naturalness,  solitude 
and  primitive 
recreation  on 

approximately  125 
acres. 

All-Wilderness 
Alternative 

Wilderness  designation 
would  enhance  and 
maintain  the 
wilderness  values  of 
naturalness,  solitude 

and  primitive 
recreation  across  495 
acres  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation 
use  on  0.2  miles  of 
vehicle  ways. 

Motorized  Recreaticxi 
Use 

Opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation 
use  on  0.2  miles  of 

vehicle  ways  within 
the  WSA  would  remain 

unchanged  under  the 
Prcposed  ActioiVNo 
Wilderness 
Alternative. 

Closing  0.2  miles  of 
vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation 
use  would  eliminate 

clLI  c^portunities  for 
motorized  recreation 
use  within  the  VSA. 

NGnmotorized  Becreaticn 
Ose 

Nonmotorized 
recreation 

c^3portunities  would 
continue  to  be 

iirpaired  across 
approximately  125 
acres  by  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Opportunities  for 
nonmotorized 
recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  within  the 
495-acre  WSA  by 

eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  0.2 
miles  of  vehicle  ways. 

CXiltural  Resouroes One  potenticilly 
eligible  National 
Register  site  could  be 
adversely  inpacted  by 
Ccisual  disturbance, 
vandalism  and  site 
destruction  resulting 
f rem  increased 
visitation  by 
recreation  users. 

Wilderness  designation 
would  help  prevent 
site  vandalism,  casual 
disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one 

potentially  eligible 
National  Register  site 

by  closing  0.2  miles 
of  vehicle  ways  to 
motorized  recreation 
use. 
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Table  4  -  Ccmparative  Suinmary  of  the  Iitpacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

EnvironmentaLL  Issues PixfXDsed  AcrticfVNb 
Wlldemess 

All  Wilderness 
Alternative 

^)ecial  Status  Wildlife 
Species 

^jecicil  Status  Plants 

Motorized  recreation 
use  on  0.2  miles  of 

vehicle  wa^^  would 
continue  to 
occasionally  crush 
desert  tortoise 
individuals  and  their 
burrcKvs. 

Continued  motorized 
recreation  use  on  0.2 

miles  of  vehicle  ways 
would  preclude  the 
revegetation  of  0.3 
acre  of  potential 
habitat  for  barrel 
cactus  and  foxtail 
cactus. 

Wilderness  designation 
would  minimize  the 

potential  for  motor 
vehicles  crushing 
desert  tortoise 
individuals  and  their 
burrcws  by  closing  0.2 
mile  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized 
recreation  use. 

Wilderness  designation 
would  allcw 

revegetation  of  0.3 
acres  of  potential 
habitat  for  barrel 
cactus  and  foxtail 

cactus  by  closing  0.2 
miles  of  vehicle  ways 
to  motorized 
recreation  use. 

F.  Local  Social  and  Econcanic  Considerations 

No  local  social  or  economic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  Yuma 

District  Wilderness  EIS.  Iherefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  tcpic 
will  occur  in  this  document. 

G.  Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Coimnents 

The  following  is  a  summary  of  all  comments  received, 
are  kncwn  to  exist  are  noted  in  parentheses. 

Inaccuracies  that 

1.  Inventory  Fhase:  No  public  ccinments  addressing  the  wilderness 
characteristics  of  the  unit  were  received  during  the  Initial 
Inventory.  Follcwing  the  inventory,  a  l^idary  society  wrote 
exposing  further  inventory  or  wilderness  consideration  for  this  unit 

because  of  BLM's  failure  to  portray  on  maps  cill  roads,  and  its  lack 
of  attention  to  mineral  resources,  including  operating  mines, 
mineral  locations,  and  mining  claims. 

Three  letters  were  received  during  the  Intensive  Inventory  period. 
All  were  in  agreement  with  the  findings  that  the  area  has  potential 
for  further  wilderness  consideration.  Ihey  mentioned  the 
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outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
provided  by  this  unit  and  the  need  to  protect  this  area,  vdiich  is 
one  of  the  best  exaitples  of  wild  lands  in  the  west. 

2.  Study  Phase;  Draft  Yuma  Resource  Management  Plan  (FMP)  and  EIS. 
The  Draft  raiP  reccmimended  that  this  WSA  and  several  other  WSAs  in 

the  Yuma  District  be  reccsnmended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness.  Many 
respondents  si^jported  this  general  recotimendation.  In  contrast,  a 
large  number  of  respondents  stated  their  desire  for  a  great  deal 
more  wilderness  that  was  reocinmended  by  the  Bureau.  Most  of  these 
letters  specified  particular  WSAs,  thou^  none  mentioned  this  VSA. 
Several  individuals  and  organizations  prcposed  that  all  of  the  WSAs 
within  the  planning  area  be  designated  suitable.  One  writer  noted 
that  the  rigorous  screening  process  had  eliminated  all  but  the  most 
outstanding  WSAs.  Two  pecple  vdio  oanmented  suggested  that  all  WSAs 
not  reccanmended  as  suitable  should  be  given  a  designation  that  would 
assure  protection  for  their  unique  resouixes. 

Three  comments  specificcilly  mentioned  this  VKA.  The  California 
D^jartment  of  Fish  and  Game  stated  that  mule  deer  occur  in  the  WSA. 
The  California  Division  of  Mines  and  Geology  stated  that  this  WSA  is 

adjacent  to  a  gold-  and  cc^per-bearing  ridge;  that  mineral  potential 
needs  further  review;  and  that  withdrawal  of  this  area  could  have  an 
adverse  effect  on  mineral  e:q)loration  and  develcpanent.  An 
individual  stated  a  strong  desire  that  this  WSA  be  recommended 
suitable  for  wilderness. 

3.  Draft  EIS  on  Proposed  Wilderness  Program  for  Yuma  District;  The 
Prcposed  Wilderness  Program  continued  the  earlier  reccramendation  of 
the  Resource  Management  Plan  (PMP)  that  this  WSA  be  recommended 
unsuitable  for  wilderness;  415  acres  would  be  returned  to  other 

resources  use.  Many  respondents  supported  the  general  "no- 
wilderness"  position  for  this  WSA  and  a  number  of  other  VKAs  in  the 
Yuma  District.  Their  major  concerns  were  the  need  for  motorized 
vehicle  access  for  mineral  exploration,  recreation,  and  maintenance 
of  water  facilities  for  wildlife.  An  equally  large  number  of  those 
v*io  responded,  including  the  Sierra  Club,  favored  wilderness 
designation  for  cill  of  the  WSAs  within  the  District. 

Six  oonments  addressed  this  specific  WSA.  The  Colorado  River  Indian 
Tribes  wanted  wilderness  here  because  it  is  needed  to  protect  seme 
extremely  valuable  cultural  resources.  The  Yuma  Chapter  of  the 
Audubon  Society  also  favored  wilderness.  An  individual  respondent, 
a  person  representing  the  precious  metals  industry,  and  the  Arizona 
Mining  Association  all  exposed  wilderness  for  this  small  area 
because  6f  its  mineral  potential. 
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•Hie  California  D^scirtment  of  Fish  and  Game  noted  the  presence  of 
burro  deer  in  this  general  area  and  stated  that  it  has  a  14-year 
plan  to  relocate  and  reintroduce  desert  bi^om  she^  back  into 
suitable  historic  ranges  in  the  Big  Maria  Mountains,  and  that  BIM 
should  recognize  that  this  program  should  not  be  hindered  by 
restricticMTS  an  vehicle  access. 

No  ccmments  were  received  frcm  local  governments. 
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BIG  MARIA  MXIWEMNS  SCXTfflEBN  ADDITION  WILDERNESS  gKIPy  AREA   (WEA) 

(AZ-050-0I9) 

1.  THE   SIUDY  AREA 1,431  acxes 

The  Big  Maria  Mountains  Southern  Addition  WSA  is  located  in  Riverside  County, 
rou^ily  12  miles  north  of  Blythe,  California.  The  WSA  is  cxsnposed  entirely 
of  U.S.  Bureau  of  Reclamation  (USER)  withdrawn  public  land,  administered  by 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BIM)  (see  Map  1  and  Table  1) . 

Ihis  VBA  is  contiguous  with  the  Big  Maria  Mountains  WSA  (CDCA-321)  vdiich  is 
within  the  California  Desert  Conservation  Area.  Ihe  Big  Maria  Mountains 
Southern  Addition  WSA  is  bounded  on  the  west  by  the  Big  Maria  MDuntains  WSA 
boundary.  To  the  south,  the  WSA  boundary  is  delineated  by  a  maintained  dirt 
road.  On  the  eastern  side,  the  boundary  follows  private  land  and  the 
Colorado  River  Indian  Reservation  boundary.  Ihe  northern  boundary  is 
delineated  by  a  second  maintained  dirt  road. 

Ihe  topografAiy  of  the  area  is  relatively  rugged,  with  deeply  cut  washes. 
Numerous  finger  ridges  and  small  spires  and  buttes  are  scattered  throu^out 
the  area.  Ihe  vegetation  is  varied  but  is  primarily  cortposed  of  creosote  and 
bur  sage,  with  profuse  palo  verde  and  ironwood  in  seme  washes. 

Ihe  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLFMA) .  Two  different  suitability  recommendations  were 
ancilyzed  in  the  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Environmental  Iirpact  Statement:  no 
wilderness  and  all  wilderness. 

2.  RECOMMENDATION  AND  RATIONALE  - — 

1,431 

acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 
BIM  acres  recommended  for 
nonwildemess 

No  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  this  VISA.     Ihe  entire  acreage  in  this 
WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  Ihis  recommendation  will  be 

iirplemented  in  a  manner  v*iich  will  use  all  practical  means  to  avoid  or 
minimize  environmental  inpacts. 

Ihe  cill-wildemess  recommendation  is  environmentally  preferable  as  it  would 
result  in  the  least  change  from  the  existing  natural  environment  over  the 
long  term. 

Ihis  WSA  is  not  recoanmended  for  wilderness  designation  because:   (1)  the 
contiguous  Big  Maria  WSA  is  not  reccsmmended  for  wilderness  designation,  and 
cLlone,  this  small  parcel  does  not  contain  sufficient  acreage  or  wilderness 
values  to  stand  on  its  own  as  a  wilderness  area.  Ihe  area  does  not  contain 

outstanding  wilderness  values  vAien  considered  by  itself. 



Ihe  Big  Maria  Southern  Addition  WSA  does  not  provide  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconf ined  types  of  reca:ieation 
as  an  autonomous  unit.  Only  v*ien  included  with  the  Icirger  Big  Maria  Mountain 

VBA  do  this  WSA's  wilderness  values  sufficiently  satisfy  the  criteria  set 
forth  in  Section  2(c)  of  the  1964  Wilderness  Act.  Consequently,  on  its  own, 
the  WSA  fails  to  meet  the  criteria,  eliminating  the  area  frcan  consideration 
as  wilderness. 

TARTF!  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Surranary  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 
BIM  (surface  and  subsurface)  1,431 
Split  Estate     (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Total  1,431 

Within  the  Reccanmended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 
ELM                            (within  WSA)  0 
BIM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (outside  VISA)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Recoanmended  for  Wilderness 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BLM         (surface  and  subsurface)  1,431 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Toted  BIM  Lands  Not  Reccmmended  for  Wilderness         1,431 
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3.   CRITERIA  OC^SIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  TOE  WILDERNESS  REOayiMEND?Vn(^S 

A.  Wilderness  C3iarac±eristics 

1.  Naturalness:  Ihe  Big  Maria  Mountains  Scaithem  Addition  WSA 
generally  appears  to  have  been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of 
nature  with  human  influences  substantially  unnoticeable.  The  only 
evidence  of  human  activity  is  a  vehicle  way  that  extends 
approximately  one  mile  across  the  area  and  a  network  of  three  short 
vehicle  ways  that  penetrate  the  area  at  its  eastern  boundary.  Ihese 
iirprints  do  not  appear  to  be  substantially  noticeable,  hcwever. 

2.  Solitude;  Ihis  area  offers  outstanding  c^portunities  for  solitude 
only  vdien  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  contiguous  Big  Maria 
Mountains  WSA. 

Ihis  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  militciry 
opjerating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  Ihe  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  pseriodic  tenporary  effects  on  solitude  v*iidi 
are  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  Ihis  area  offers  outstanding 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  only  viien 
considered  as  an  integral  pjart  of  the  contiguous  Big  Maria  WSA. 

4.  Special  Features:  Foxtail  cactus  (Corvphantha  vivipara  var. 

alvorsonii)  and  barrel  cactus  (Ferocactus  acanthodes) ,  both 
classified  as  BIM  sensitive  plant  species,  are  found  in  the  WSA. 
Ihese  species  are  also  Federal  candidates  for  threatened  and 
endangered  status. 

Desert  bi<^om  she^,  a  BLM  sensitive  species,  are  known  to  inhabit 
this  WSA.  Ihe  area  contains  suitable  habitat  for  five  other 

sensitive  animal  species:  ferruginous  hawk,  merlin,  northern 
harrier,  p)eregrin  falcon,  and  desert  tortoise.  Ihe  tortoise  is 
under  status  review  by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  for 
possible  listing  as  a  threatened  or  endangered  species. 

Ihis  WSA  is  piart  of  the  larger  Big  Maria  ̂ fountains  area,  cill  of 
vrtiich  is  generally  considered  inportant  to  the  traditional  beliefs 
of  the  Mohave  and  Quechan  Indian  Tribes.  In  addition,  each  of 
several  sites  known  in  this  WSA  are  individually  considered 
iitportant.  Of  these  sites,  the  one  known  as  the  Black  Point 
Geoglyp^  Site,  v*iich  is  partially  located  within  the  WSA,  is  known 
to  be  among  the  most  inportant  of  all  Native  American  sites  within 
the  Yuma  District. 



B.  Diversity  in  the  Nationctl  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.  Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  by  ecosystems;  Ihis  WSA  contains  1,431  acres  of  the 

American  Desert/Palo  Verde-Cactus  Shrub  ecosystem.  Ihe  Big  Maria 
Mountains  Southern  Addition  WSA  would  not  increase  the  diversity  of 
the  types  of  ecosystems  r^resented  in  the  NWPS.  Ihe  landform 
represented  here  generally  reflects  that  of  the  surrounding  desert 
lands. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification 
Dcanain/Province/FtJV 

NWPS  Areas     Other  BIM  Studies 
areas  acres   areas        acres 

American  Desert/Palo  Verde- 
Cactus  Shrub 

American  Desert/PcLLo  Verde- 
Cactus  Shrub 

NATIONWIDE 

2       271,403  42 

CAIJFORNIA 

0        0     11 

1,544,317 

592,338 

2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreaticMi 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population  centers: 

Ihe  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  five  major  peculation 
centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  designated 

cireas  and  other  BIM  study  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  the 
peculation  centers. 

Table  3 

Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents 
of  Major  Peculation  Centers 

Peculation 
Centers 
California 

NWPS  areas 
areas  acres 

Other  BIM  Studies 
areas  acres 

Anaheim-Santa  Ana 
Riverside-San  Bemcirdino 
San  Diego 

Arizona 

25  2,823,534  153  5,703,616 
22  2,031,054  205  7,658,649 
15     1,043,680   100    3,378,814 

Fhoenix 

Nevada 

Las  Vegas 

40     1,758,456   118    4,449,908 

46     3,507,293   311   11,186,463 



3.  Balancing  the  qecxtraiAiic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas:  The  WSA 
is  within  50  air  miles  of  18  ELM  WSAs  reoanmended  for  wilderness 

designation.  The  closest  designated  wilderness  areas  are  located  in 
Joshua  Tree  National  Monument,  located  40  miles  to  the  west. 

C.  Manageability 

The  Big  Maria  Mountains  Southern  Addition  WSA  is  not  manageable  as 
wilderness  because  it  is  too  small  and  has  insufficient  wilderness 

values  to  stand  alone.  The  area  is  bounded  on  the  north  by  a  vehicle 
way  and  on  the  south  by  a  maintained  road,  both  of  v*iich  can  easily  be 
recognized  by  the  public.  The  east  and  west  boundaries  are  not  as 
easily  discemable  in  the  field.  Due  to  the  flat  terrain,  potential 
management  prctolems  may  exist  in  restricting  vehicle  travel. 
Additional  signing  or  cabling  may  be  necessary.  At  present,  no 
nonconforming  uses  occur  within  the  area. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well  as 
the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  Known  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminary 
Suitability  Recommendation;  The  Big  Maria  Mountains  Southern 

Addition  WSA  is  located  in  the  ELM  Big  Maria  Geology-Energy-Mineral 
(GEM)  Resource  Area  (GRA) .  The  Draft  Yuma  District  Wilderness  EIS 
did  not  include  an  evaluation  of  the  mineral  potential  of  this  VKA. 
The  1980  GRA  file  did  not  classify  the  WSA  for  mineral  resource 
occurrence  potential. 

2.  Summary  of  Significant  New  Mineral  Resource  Data  Collected  Since  the 
Preliminary  Suitability  Reccanmendation  Which  Should  Be  Considered  in 
the  Final  Decision:  The  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  released  a  summary 
report  of  their  investigation  of  the  adjacent  Big  Maria  Mountains 

WSA  in  Open  File  Report  MLA-142-82  in  1982.  No  mineral  survey  was 
conducted  for  the  Big  Maria  Mountains  WSA  by  the  U.S.  Geological 
Survey. 

GRA  file  data  showed  that  four  properties  in  or  near  the  southern 

portion  of  the  CDCA  Big  Iferia  Mountains  have  low  grade  gold-silver- 
ccpper  resources  totalling  more  than  300,000  tons.  Most  of  these 
d^xsits  were  found  to  be  in  hydrothermal  quartz  veins  in 
Precambrian  faulted  and  sheared  granitic  plutonic  rocks.  Scans 
deposits  are  associated  with  intrusive  dikes.  In  the  adjacent  Big 
Maria  Mountains  WSA,  these  rocks  are  classified  in  the  GRA  file  as 
having  a  hi^  potential  for  the  occurrence  of  gold. 

These  geologic  conditions  extend  into  the  northern  portion  of  the 
Big  Maria  Mountains  Southern  Addition  WSA.  Hcwever,  due  to  the 
absence  of  physical  evidence  of  mineralization,  this  portion  of  the 
WSA  is  considered  as  having  a  low  potential  for  the  occurrence  of 
gold  resources. 
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The  Array  Corps  of  Engineers  operates  two  rock  quarries  near  the 
southern  boundary  of  the  WSA.  PEileozoic  marine  rocks  are  quarried 
by  the  Corp  of  Engineers  for  use  in  various  reclamation  projects 
cilong  the  Colorado  River.  The  geologic  structure  supporting  these 

rocks  extends  into  the  southern  three-quarters  of  the  WSA.  Under 
the  BIM  classification  system,  this  area  is  considered  as  having  a 
hi^  potential  for  the  occurrence  of  rock  and  stone  products.  Map  2 
reflects  the  mineral  resource  potential  of  the  VKA. 

According  to  BIM  records  dated  January  1988,  there  are  no  mining 
claims,  mineral  scdes  or  leases  located  within  the  VKA,  but  the  area 
is  withdrawn  from  mineral  entry  by  the  U.S.  Bur^eau  of  Reclamaticai 
(USER) . 

E.  Impact  on  Resources 

Table  4  -  CcEtparative  Summary  of  the  Impacts  by  Alternative 

Environmental  Issues Prcposed  Actiorv/No 
Wilderness 

All-Wilderness 
Alternative 

Wilderness  Values 
Existing  management 
prescriptions  would 
enhance  and  maintain 
the  wilderness 
values  of 
naturalness, 
solitude  and 

primitive  recreation 
across  1,431  acres 
by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation 
use  on  2.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways. 

Wilderness 

designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain 
the  wilderness 
values  of 
naturalness, 

solitude  and 

primitive  recreation 
across  1,431  acres 
by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation 
use  on  2.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways. 

Ndrmotarized 
Reczeaticai  Use 

Opportunities  for 
nonmotorized 
recreation  use  wculd 
be  enhanced  within 

the  1,431-acre  WSA 
by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation 
use  on  2.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways. 

Opportunities  for 
nonmotorized 
recreation  use  would 
be  enhanced  within 

the  1,431-acre  WSA 
by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation 
use  on  2.5  miles  of 
vehicle  ways. 

F.  loced  Social  and  Economic  Considerations 

No  loced  socicd  or  econcarnic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  Yuma 

District  Wilderness  EIS.  Therefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  topic 
will  occur  in  this  document. 



G.  Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Ccmments 

The  follcwing  is  a  summary  of  all  coranents  received.  Inaccuracies  that 
are  kncwn  to  exist  are  noted  in  parentheses. 

1.  Inventory  Phase;  During  the  Initial  Inventory,  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  Lcwer  Colorado  Region,  stated  that  two  of  its  rock 
quarry  sites  are  located  within  a  portion  of  this  unit  v*iich  is  not 
recoinmended  for  Intensive  Inventory. 

No  public  caranents  addressing  the  wilderness  characteristics  of  the 
unit  were  received  during  the  Initial  Inventory.  Following  the 
inventory,  a  lapidary  society  wrote  exposing  further  inventory  or 
wilderness  consideration  for  this  unit,  because  of  the  failure  of 
the  BLM  maps  to  portray  all  roads,  mines,  mineral  locations  and 
mining  claims. 

Four  letters  were  received  during  the  Intensive  Inventory  period. 
Three  were  in  agreement  with  the  findings  that  the  area  has 
potential  for  further  wilderness  consideration.  They  mentioned  the 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
provided  by  this  unit  and  the  need  to  protect  this  area,  v^ch  is 
one  of  the  best  exaitples  of  wild  lands  in  the  west.  The  fourth 
letter  was  from  a  mining  ccsipany  v\*iich  opposes  further  study  of  this 
unit,  because  they  believe  the  area  is  generally  not  in  a  naturcil 
condition  and  does  not  offer  outstanding  cpportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  or  solitude. 

2.  Studv  Phase  -  Draft  Yuma  Resource  Management  Plan  (FMP)  and  EIS: 
The  Draft  PMP  reconmended  that  this  VKA  and  several  other  WSAs  in 

the  Yuma  District  be  recoanmended  unsuitable  for  wilderness.  Many 
respondents  si-^ported  this  general  reccanmendation.  In  contrast,  a 
large  number  of  respondents  stated  their  desire  for  a  great  deed, 
more  wilderness  than  was  recommended  by  the  Bureau.  Most  of  these 
letters  specified  particular  WSAs,  thou^  none  mentioned  this  WSA. 
Several  individuals  and  organizations  prcposed  that  all  of  the  WSAs 
within  the  planning  area  be  designated  suitable.  One  writer  noted 
that  the  rigorous  screening  process  had  eliminated  all  but  the  most 
outstanding  WSAs.  Two  respondents  suggested  that  all  VKAs  not 
recommended  as  suitable  should  be  given  a  designation  that  would 
assure  protection  for  their  unique  resources. 

Three  comments  specificcilly  mentioned  this  VKA.  The  California 
D^>artment  of  Fish  and  Game  stated  that  bighorn  sheep  are  no  longer 
present,  but  that  this  area  is  a  potential  site  for  reintroduction 
of  this  species.  They  also  noted  that  the  mule  deer  is  present,  but 
that  its  numbers  are  declining  because  of  the  pressures  of 
residenticil  and  agricultural  ejqjansion  along  the  Colorado  River. 
The  California  Division  of  Mines  and  Geology  stated  that  mineral 
potential  in  this  unit  is  lew  and  that  designation  as  wilderness 
would  have  minimal  adverse  iirpacts  on  mineral  exploration  and 
development.  One  individual  respondent  esq^ressed  a  strong  desire 
that  this  WSA  be  designated  suitable  for  wilderness. 
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3.  Draft  EIS  on  Proposed  Wilderness  Program  for  Yuma  District;  Ihe 
Pnposed  Wilderness  Program  continued  the  earlier  recoammendation  of 
the  Resource  Management  Plan  (RMP)  that  this  WSA  be  designated 
unsuitable  for  wilderness;  1,420  acres  would  be  returned  to  other 

resource  uses.  Mar^r  respondents  st^ported  the  general  no- 
wilderness  position  for  this  WSA  and  a  number  of  other  WSAs  in  the 
Yuma  District.  Their  major  concerns  were  the  need  for  motorized 
vehicle  access  for  minercil  e3q)loration,  recreation,  and  maintenance 
of  water  facilities  for  wildlife.  An  equally  large  number  of 
respondents,  including  the  Sierra  Club,  favored  wilderness 
designation  for  all  of  the  WSAs  within  the  District. 

Six  ccraments  addressed  this  specific  WSA.  Ihe  Colorado  River  Indian 
Tribes  wanted  wilderness  here  because  it  is  needed  to  protect  some 
extremely  valuable  cultural  resources.  The  Yuma  Chapter  of  the 
Audubon  Society  also  favored  wilderness.  An  individual  respondent, 
a  person  r^resenting  the  precious  metals  industry,  and  the  Arizona 
Mining  Association  exposed  wilderness  for  this  small  area  because  of 
its  mineral  potential. 

The  California  D^)artment  of  Fish  and  Game  noted  the  presence  of 

burro  deer  in  this  general  area  and  stated  that  it  has  a  14-yecur 
plan  to  relocate  and  reintroduce  desert  bighorn  sheep  back  into 
suitable  historic  ranges  in  the  Big  Maria  Ifountains,  and  that  BIM 
should  recognize  that  this  program  should  not  be  hindered  by 
restrictions  on  vehicle  access. 

No  comments  were  received  from  local  governments. 

9 
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1.      THE  STODY  AREA 
2,925  acres 

Itie  Little  Picacho  Peak  Addition  WSA  is  located  in  southeastern  Iitperial 
county,  California,  about  20  miles  north  of  Yuma,  Arizona.  The  stucty  area 
contains  2,925  acres  of  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BUM)  land  and  no  State  or 
private  land  (see  Map  1  and  Table  1) . 

Ihis  VISA  is  within  BLM's  Yuma  District,  but  is  contiguous  with  California 
Desert  District's  Little  Picacho  Peak  WSA  (CDCA-356) .  Little  Picacho  Peak 
Addition  WSA  shares  both  its  west  and  south  boundaries  with  Little  Picacho 

Peak  WSA.  From  the  northwest  comer,  the  VISk  boundary  follows  the  California 
Desert  District  boundary  south  along  the  east  edges  of  section  34  and 
sections  3  and  10,  T.  14  S.,  R.  23  E. ,  and  then  east  along  the  north  edges  of 
sections  14  and  13  to  an  intersection  with  the  Ferguson  Lake  Road.  The 
boundary  then  follows  the  maintained  Ferguson  Lake  Road  in  a  northerly 
direction  until  it  reaches  the  Iirperial  National  Wildlife  Refuge.  The  edge 
of  the  wildlife  refuge  and  a  strip  of  private  land  conforming  to  the  west 
quarter  of  section  36,  T.  13  S.,  R.  23  E.  forms  the  remainder  of  the  WSA 
boundary. 

Ihe  WSA  boundary  is  readily  accessible  by  vehicle  via  the  Inperial  County- 
maintained  Ferguson  Lake  Road.  Infrequently  graded,  this  road  is  steep  and 

rou^  but  marginally  passable  by  two-v^eel  drive  vehicles.  Ihe  WSA  consists 
of  a  series  of  rugged  peaks  breaking  east  toward  the  Colorado  River,  with 
elevations  ranging  from  200  to  912  feet.  Several  deep  washes  dissect  the 

east- facing  slcpes.  Ihe  peaks  sufport  a  thin  cover  of  creosote,  mixed  desert 
scrub,  annual  grasses,  and  galleta  grass.  Palo  verde  and  ironwood  line  the 
washes. 

Ihe  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLFMA) .  Two  suitability  reccanmendations  were  analyzed  in  the 
Draft  and  Final  Environmental  Iirpact  Statements  (EISs)  for  the  Prcposed 
Wilderness  Program  for  the  Yuma  District:   all  wilderness  and  no  wilderness. 

2.   REOOMMENDMTQN  AND  BATLOtiALE 

2,925 

acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 
ELM  acres  recommended  for 
nonwildemess 

No  wilderness  is  the  reccanmendation  for  the  Little  Picacho  Peak  Addition  WSA. 

Ihe  entire  acreage  in  this  VISA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness. 
Ihis  recommendation  will  be  inplemented  in  a  manner  v*iich  will  use  all 
practical  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental  inpacts. 

All  wilderness  is  the  environmentally  preferable  alternative.  Ihis  is 
because  it  will  result  in  the  least  change  frcxn  the  existing  natural 
environment  over  the  long  term. 



The  no-wilderness  reooinmendation  is  based  on  the  following  rationale:   (1) 
the  contiguous  Little  Picacho  Peak  WSA  has  also  been  reccramended  for  no- 
wilderness,  and  the  Little  Picacho  Peak  Addition  does  not  contain  sufficient 
wilderness  values  to  stand  on  its  cwn  as  a  wilderness  area;  and  (2)  this  WSA 
has  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals. 

Outside  si^ts  and  sounds  frcan  motorized  recreation  and  other  activities 
affect  the  wilderness  values  of  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  on  edmost 
80%  of  this  WSA.  Ihe  Little  Picacho  Peak  Addition  WSA  has  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  for  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type  of 
recreation  only  v*ien  considered  in  conjunction  with  the  contiguous  Little 
Picacho  Peak  VBA.     Consequently,  on  its  own,  this  WSA  fails  to  meet  the 
criteria  specified  as  the  definition  of  wilderness  by  the  Wilderness  Act.  No 
primitive  routes  of  travel  have  been  identified  within  the  WSA. 

The  study  area's  mineral  potential  could  result  in  the  eventual  further 
degradation  of  wilderness  values  on  a  significant  portion  of  the  area.  If 
designated  wilderness,  the  area  would  be  withdrawn  from  further  mineral 

entry.  However,  beised  on  this  VKA's  mineral  potential  and  the  existing 
claims,  it  is  projected  that  even  under  wilderness  management,  develcpnent  of 
one  mine  would  take  place  throui^  exercise  of  valid  existing  ri^ts.  Ihe 
mine  arxi  the  activity  associated  with  it  would  irrpair  naturalness  on  two 
percent  of  the  VKA,  and  solitude  and  c^portunities  for  primitive  recreatiai 
on  20%  of  the  stucty  area. 
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TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area 
BLM  (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate     (BIM  surface  only) 

Acres 

2,925 0 

Iriholdings 
State 
Private 

Total 

2,925 

Within  the  Reccgnmended  Wilderness  Boundary 
BLM 
BIM 

Split  Estate 
Split  Estate 

(within  WSA) 
(outside  WSA) 
(within  WSA) 
(outside  WSA) 

Total  BLM  land  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness 

Acres 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Inholdings 
State 
Private 

Within  the  Area  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness 

BIM        (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only) 

Total  BIM  Lands  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness 

Acres 

2,925 0 

2,925 

3.   CRITERIA  OONSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WIIDERNESS  RE0CM1ENDATI0NS 

A.  Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness;  Ihe  WSA  ajpears  to  have  been  affected  primarily  by  the 
forces  of  nature.  No  noticeable  human  irrprints  are  found  within  the 
area. 

2.  Solitude:  Ihe  area  offers  outstanding  importunities  for  solitude 
only  v^en  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  contiguous  Little 
Picacho  Peak  WSA. 



This  WSA  is  periodically  overflcwn  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  Ihe  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  teaonporary  effects  on  solitude  v*iich 
are  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation;  The  area  offers  outstanding 
(Importunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  only  v*ien 
considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the  contiguous  Little  Picacho  Peak 
WSA. 

4.  Special  Features:  Ihe  entire  Little  Picacho  Peak  Addition  WSA  is 

crucial  desert  bi<^om  she^  habitat.  No  peculation  estimate  is 
available  for  the  bi(^om  sheep  in  this  area.  Because  the  VISA 
borders  Ferguson  Lake  and  Imperial  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  it  is 
likely  to  be  used  as  a  hunting  ground  by  nine  sensitive  species  of 

raptors.  Approximately  50  wild  and  free-roaming  burros  inhabit  the 
WSA. 

B.  Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.  Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  by  ecosystems:  This  WSA  contains  2,925  acres  of  the 

American  Desert/Palo  Verde-Cactus  Shrub  ecosystem.  This  ecosystem 
is  currently  r^resented  in  the  NWPS. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  Representation 

Bailey-Kachler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas     Other  BIM  Studies 
Domain/Province/FNV  areas  acres    areas       acres 

NATTCMTIDE 

American  Desert/Palo  Verde- 
Cactus  Shrub  2    271,403    42     1,542,823 

CALIFORNIA 

American  Desert/Palo  Verde- 
Cactus  Shrub  0       0     11      590,844 

2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population  centers: 

The  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  six  major  population  centers. 
Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  wilderness  areas  and 

other  BIM  stucfy  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  these  population 
centers. 



Table  3 

Wilderness  Of^xDrtunities  for  Residents 
of  Major  Pc^xilation  Centers 

Pc^xiLation 
Centers 

California 

Anaheim-Santa  Ana 
Riverside-San  Bemardino 
San  Diego 

Arizona 

Hioenhi. 
Tucson 

Nevada 

las  Vegas 

NWPS  areas Other  BIM  Studies 
areas acres areas acres 

25 2,823,534 153 
5,703,616 

22 2,031,054 205 
7,658,649 15 

1,043,680 
100 

3,378,814 

40 1,758,456 118 
4,449,908 41 2,547,144 78 
2,263,137 

46 3,507,293 311 11,186,463 

3.  Balancing  the  qeocrrat^ic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas:  From 

Little  Picacho  Peak  Addition  WSA  the  closest  designated  area  is 
Joshua  Tree  Wilderness  at  Joshua  Tree  National  Jfonument, 
approximately  85  air  miles  northwest.  In  addition,  six  other  BIM 
stucty  areas  reccanmended  for  wilderness  designation  are  within  50  air 
miles,  three  in  the  California  Desert  District  and  three  in 
Arizona's  Yuma  District. 

C.  Manaqeabil  ity 

The  Little  Picacho  Peak  Addition  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness. 
However,  the  esqjected  hi^  cost  of  wilderness  management  is  projected  to 
outwei^  the  benefits  of  adding  this  area  to  the  NWPS. 

Ihe  WSA  contains  29  unpatented  mining  claims.  Considering  the  area's 
mineral  potential,  it  is  prctoable  that  at  least  a  portion  of  these 
claims  would  be  found  valid  ij^xDn  examination.  Since  development  of 
valid  claims  could  proceed  with  or  without  wilderness  designation,  it  is 
likely  that  existing  wilderness  values  could  be  adversely  affected.  BIM 
projections  cire  that  devel<:pn»ent  of  one  mine  would  takB  place,  causing 
surface  disturbance  to  50  acres.  In  addition,  the  sights  and  sounds  of 
the  mining  cperation  and  associated  traffic  would  be  visible  and  audible 
on  500  acres,  reducing  the  cpportunities  for  solitude.  The  only  way  to 
assure  retention  of  existing  wilderness  values  would  be  to  purchase  the 
valid  mineral  ri(^ts. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  VKA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well  as 
the  wilderness  resource. 



D.  Enerxry  and  Mineral  RescRirce  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  Kicvni  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminary 
Suitability  Recommendation;  Ihe  Little  Picacho  Addition  WSA  is 

located  in  the  Picacho  Geology-Energy-Minerals  (G-E-M)  Resource  Area 
(GRA). 

ELM  had  not  assessed  the  mineral  potential  for  the  area  enccmpassed 
by  the  WSA  prior  to  the  preliminary  reocramendations.  Howeyer, 
mineral  resource  occurrence  data  on  file  in  1980  shewed  that  the 

western  half  of  the  VKA  was  underlain  by  metamorphic  rocks  of 
Precambrian  age  (Oriccpia  Schist) ,  and  by  Tertiary  yolcanic  rocks  in 
the  southwest.  The  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA  is  underlain  by 
Terticiry  siltstones,  sandstones,  and  conglcanerates.  In  addition, 
the  GRA  file  data  showed  a  cc^per  prospect  in  the  southwestern 
portion  of  the  WSA  at  the  contact  between  the  schist  and  Tertiary 
age  volcanic  rocks. 

2.  Summary  of  Significant  New  Mineral  Resource  Data  Collected  Since  the 

Preliminary  Suitability  Recommendation  Which  Should  be  Considered  in 
the  Final  Recommendation:  Mineral  resource  data  had  been  analyzed 
in  the  Draft  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Iirpact  Statement  (August, 
1987) .  Ihe  Mineral  Resources  section  (Affected  Enyironment,  page 
147)  of  the  EIS  stated  that  there  are  no  kncwn  mineral  deposits  in 
the  WSA,  and  no  strategic  or  critical  mineral  resources  are  r^xDrted 
in  the  WSA.  Hcweyer,  the  EIS  did  indicate  that  the  WSA  is  west  of 
an  area  of  historical  mineral  production,  and  that  there  is  silver, 
gold,  lead,  and  copper  in  the  adjacent  Little  Picacho  WSA.  Ihe  EIS 
noted  that  the  active  Picacho  gold  mine  is  six  miles  west  frcan  the 
WSA. 

Ihe  EIS  indicated  that  the  WSA's  environment  is  moderately 
favorable  for  the  occurrence  of  metallic  minerals.  Ihe  EIS 

indicated  that  if  the  WSA  were  returned  to  multiple  use,  the 
potential  for  the  develcpnent  of  two  small  mines  is  possible  (totcil 
surface  disturbance  would  be  afproximately  100  acres) .  As  of 
December,  1986,  there  were  24  lode  mining  claims  located  within  the 
WSA. 

In  Geolocry  and  Mineral  Resources  of  Imperial  County.  California 
(Morton,  Paul  K. ,  1977,  California  Division  of  Mines  and  Geology 
(CCMG) ,  County  Report  7) ,  the  CCMG  showed  that  the  Golden  Dream 

Mine,  located  two  and  one-half  miles  north  of  the  WSA,  produced  gold 
frcm  northeast  striking  veins  from  rocks  of  the  Oriccpia  Schist.  In 
addition,  the  CCMG  report  shews  that  gold,  silver,  and  lead  were 

produced  from  the  Mayflower  Mine,  located  one  and  one-half  miles 
north  of  the  WSA,  in  rocks  of  the  Oriccpia  Schist.  Ihe  Mayflower 
Mine  ore  averaged  0.036  ounces  per  ton  gold,  and  0.30  ounces  per  ton 
silver  in  northwest  striking  veins.  Production  frcm  these  mines  was 
not  r^xDrted  in  the  literature.  Based  on  favorable  geologic 
environments,  known  mineral  occurrences,  and  mineral  interest,  the 
area  shown  on  Map  2  in  the  western  portion  of  the  WSA  underlain  by 
the  Oriccpia  Schist,  and  areas  adjacent  to  Tertiary  age  volcanic 



Table  3 

Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents 
of  Major  Peculation  Centers 

Pcpulation 
Centers 

California 

Anaheim-Santa  Ana 
Riverside-San  Bernardino 
San  Diego 

Arizona 

Rioenix 
Tucson 

Nevada 

las  Vegas 

NWPS  areas Other BIM  Studies 
areas acres areas acres 

25 2,823,534 153 5,703,616 

22 2,031,054 205 
7,658,649 

15 
1,043,680 

100 3,378,814 

40 1,758,456 118 
4,449,908 41 2,547,144 78 
2,263,137 

46 3,507,293 311 11,186,463 

3,  Balancing  the  aeocn:ai:^ic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas;  From 
Little  Picacho  Peak  Addition  WSA  the  closest  designated  area  is 
Joshua  Tree  Wilderness  at  Joshua  Tree  National  Monument, 
approximately  85  air  miles  northwest.  In  addition,  six  other  BUM 
stucty  areas  reccanmended  for  wilderness  designation  are  within  50  air 
miles,  three  in  the  California  Desert  District  and  three  in 
Arizona's  Yuma  District. 

C.  Manaqeabil  ity 

Ihe  Little  Picacho  Peak  Addition  VISA  is  manageable  as  wilderness. 
However,  the  ejqDected  hi^  cost  of  wilderness  management  is  projected  to 
outwei^  the  benefits  of  adding  this  area  to  the  NWPS. 

Ihe  WSA  contains  29  uipatented  mining  claims.  Considering  the  area's 
mineral  potential,  it  is  prc±)able  that  at  least  a  portion  of  these 
claims  would  be  found  valid  ij^x^n  examination.  Since  development  of 
valid  claims  could  proceed  with  or  without  wilderness  designation,  it  is 
likely  that  existing  wilderness  values  could  be  adversely  affected.  BLM 
projections  are  that  develqpnrient  of  one  mine  would  take  place,  causing 
surface  disturbance  to  50  acres.  In  addition,  the  si^ts  and  sounds  of 
the  mining  operation  and  associated  traffic  would  be  visible  and  audible 
on  500  acres,  reducing  the  opportunities  for  solitude.  The  only  way  to 
assure  retention  of  existing  wilderness  values  would  be  to  purchase  the 
valid  mineral  ri^ts. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well  as 
the  wilderness  resource. 



D.  Energy  and  Mineral  Resouroe  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  Kicvm  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminary 
Suitability  Recommendation;  The  Little  Picacho  Addition  WSA  is 

located  in  the  Picacho  Geology-Energy-Minerals  (G-E^)  Resource  Area 
(GRA). 

BIM  had  not  assessed  the  mineral  potential  for  the  area  encoirpassed 
by  the  WSA  prior  to  the  preliminary  recommendations.  However, 
mineral  resouroe  occurrence  data  on  file  in  1980  shewed  that  the 

western  half  of  the  VKA  was  underlain  by  metamor0iic  rocks  of 
Precambrian  age  (Oriccpia  Schist) ,  and  by  Tertiary  yolcanic  rocks  in 
the  southwest.  Ihe  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA  is  underlain  by 
Tertiary  siltstones,  sandstones,  and  conglcai^erates.  In  addition, 
the  GRA  file  data  shewed  a  copper  prospect  in  the  southwestern 
portion  of  the  WSA  at  the  contact  between  the  schist  and  Tertiary 
age  yolcanic  rocks. 

2.  Summary  of  Sicmificant  New  Mineral  Resource  Data  Collected  Since  the 
Preliminary  Suitability  Recommendation  Which  Should  be  Considered  in 
the  Final  Recommendation;  Mineral  resource  data  had  been  analyzed 
in  the  Draft  Yuma  District  Wilderness  Iirpact  Statement  (August, 
1987) .  The  Mineral  Resources  section  (Affected  Environment,  page 
147)  of  the  EIS  stated  that  there  are  no  known  mineral  deposits  in 
the  WSA,  and  no  strategic  or  critical  mineral  resources  are  r^xsrted 
in  the  VKA.  Hovever,  the  EIS  did  indicate  that  the  WSA  is  west  of 
an  area  of  historical  mineral  production,  and  that  there  is  silver, 
gold,  lead,  and  cc^per  in  the  adjacent  Little  Picacho  WSA.  Ihe  EIS 
noted  that  the  active  Picacho  gold  mine  is  six  miles  west  frcan  the 
WSA. 

Ihe  EIS  indicated  that  the  WSA's  environment  is  moderately 
favorable  for  the  occurrence  of  metallic  minerals.  Ihe  EIS 

indicated  that  if  the  WSA  were  returned  to  multiple  use,  the 
potenticil  for  the  develcpment  of  two  small  mines  is  possible  (total 
surface  disturbance  would  be  approximately  100  acres) .  As  of 
December,  1986,  there  were  24  lode  mining  claims  located  within  the 
WSA. 

In  Geology  and  Mineral  Resources  of  Imperial  County.  California 
(Morton,  Paul  K. ,  1977,  California  Division  of  Mines  and  Geology 
(CDM3) ,  county  Report  7) ,  the  CCMG  showed  that  the  Golden  Dream 
Mine,  located  two  and  one-half  miles  north  of  the  WSA,  produced  gold 
from  northeast  striking  veins  from  rocks  of  the  Oriccpia  Schist.  In 
addition,  the  CEM3  report  shows  that  gold,  silver,  and  lead  were 

produced  frcm  the  Mayflower  Mine,  located  one  and  one-half  miles 
north  of  the  WSA,  in  rocks  of  the  Oriccpia  Schist.  Ihe  Mayflower 
Mine  ore  averaged  0.036  ounces  per  ton  gold,  and  0.30  ounces  per  ton 
silver  in  northwest  striking  veins.  Production  from  these  mines  was 
not  r^xDrted  in  the  literature.  Based  on  favorable  geologic 
environments,  known  mineral  occurrences,  and  mineral  interest,  the 
area  shown  on  Map  2  in  the  western  portion  of  the  WSA  underlain  by 
the  Oriccpia  Schist,  and  areas  adjacent  to  Tertiary  age  volcanic 



rocks  are  considered  as  having  a  moderate  potential  for  the 
ocx:urrence  of  gold,  silver,  oqp^per,   and  lead  under  the  BLM  mineral 
classification  system. 

As  of  January  1988,  no  mineral  sales  or  leases  had  been  issued 
within  the  WSA.  Portions  of  the  eastern  and  southeastern  areas  of 

the  WSA,  aggregating  70  acres,  have  been  withdrawn  from  mineral 
location  and  entry  by  a  reclamation  withdrawal,  managed  by  the  U.S. 

Bureau  of  Peclamation  (Secretarial  Order  dated  8-1-1903) . 
Uipatented  lode  mining  claims  are  located  along  the  western  and 
southern  portions  of  the  WSA.  Mining  claims  located  in  the  WSA  are 
indicated  by  the  following  data  cfctained  from  BIM  records  dated 
January,  1988. 

Table  4  -  Mining  Claims 

TYPE NUMBER ACRES 
MINING  CIAIM SUTTABIE NONSUIT. TOTAL SUITABLE NONSUIT. TOTAL 
Lode 
Placer 
Mill  Site 

N/A 
N/A 
N/A 

29 
0 
0 

29 
0 
0 

N/A 
N/A 
N/A 

580 
0 
0 

580 
0 
0 

Itotal N/A 29 29 N/A 580 
580 
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T13S 

T13 

1/2S 

TiTs 

T14S 

T15S 

R22E R23E R23E  R24E 

NONE Recommended  for 
Wilderness 

Recommended  for 
Non  Wilderness 

Land  outside  WSA 
Recommended  for 
Wilderness 

Split  Estate 

State 

Private 

Explanation 
High  Potenial  for  tfie 

sxssssNNssI  Occurrence  of  Energy  and/or Non-energy  Minerals 

Moderate  Potential  for  tfie 
Occurrence  of  Energy  and/or 
Non-energy  Minerals 

■7T" 

M 

H 

Little  Picacho  Peak 
Addition 

Mineral  Resource  Potential 

Commodity  Symbols 

Ag    Silver 

Au    Gold 
Cu    Copper 

Pb    Lead Moderate  Mineral  Potential 
Location  in  a  Higfi  Mineral 
Potential  Area 

High  Mineral  Potential 
Location  in  a  Moderate  Mineral 
Potential  Area 

MILES 

MAI 

AZ-5- 



E.  Impacts  on  Resources 

Table  5  -  Comparative  Summary  of  the  Iitpacts  by  Alternative 

Env^ixGranental  Issues Proposed  ActicrVNo 
Wilderness 

All-Wilderness 
Alternative 

Wilderness  Vcilues One  ccaiprehensive 
mineral  e^xploration 

program  and  the 
development  of  one 
surface  mine  would 

irrpair  the  wilderness 
values  of  naturalness, 
solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on  a  totcil 

of  approximately  500 
acres. 

Motorized  recreation 
use  on  one  mile  of 
trails  and  1.5  miles 
of  mine  roads  would 

continue  to  irrpair  the 
wilderness  values  of 

solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  on 

approximately  520 
acres.  Ihe  projected 
increase  in  motorized 
recreation  use  from  10 
to  20  VDY  would 
further  irrpair 
solitude  and  primitive 
recreation 

opportunities  in  this 
area. 

The  projected  increase 
in  nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from 
190  to  380  VDY  would 

reduce  ofportunities 
for  solitude  within 
the  WSA. 

Wilderness 

designation  would 
enhance  and  maintain 
the  wilderness  values 
of  naturalness, 
solitude  and 

primitive  recreation 
across  2,925  acres  by 

precluding  one 
ccanoprehensive  mineral 
exploration  program, 
the  develc^mvent  of 
one  surface  mine  and 
construction  of  three 
runoff  structures, 
and  by  eliminating 
motorized  recreation 
use  on  one  mile  of 
trails. 

Ihe  projected 
increase  in 
nonmotorized 
recreation  use  from 
200  to  400  VDY  would 

reduce  c^Dportunities 
for  solitude  within 
the  WSA. 
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Table  5  -  Coirparative  Summary  of  the  Iitpacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

MinercLL  Develcpnent Potential  mineral 
resources  on  lands 
that  are  not  under 
Bureau  of  Reclamation 
withdrawal  in  the  V^A 
would  be  fully 
evaluated  in  one 

mineral  exploration 
program  and  develqped 
at  one  projected  mine. 

Withdrawal  of  2,925 
acres  of  public  land 
would  prevent  the 
evaluation  and 

develc^rtient  of 
mineral  resources 
within  the  VISA  by 
curtailing  one 
mineral  exploration 
program  and  denying 
one  projected  mine. 

Motorized  Racreaticn 
Use 

An  estimated  increase 
in  motorized 
recreation  use  6  to 
120  VDY  frcatn  10  VDY 
would  not  affect 

opportunities  for 
motorized  recreation 
use  on  the  one  mile  of 
trails  and  1.5  miles 
of  mine  road  in  the 

WSA,  except  for  scane 
inpairment  during 
heavy  use  periods. 

Closing  one  mile  of 
trails  to  motorized 
recreation  use  would 
eliminate  all 

opportunities  for motorized  recreation 
use  in  the  WSA. 

NGnmotorized 
RBcreatlcn  Use 

Nonmotorized 
recreation 

c^portunities  would  be 
lessened  across  a 

total  of  approximately 
500  acres  by  one 
mineral  exploration 

program  and  the 
development  of  one 
surface  mine. 

Opportunities  for 
nonmotorized 
recreation  use  would 
continue  to  be 

impaired  across 
approximately  520 
acres  by  motorized 
recreation  use  on  one 
mile  of  trails  and  1.5 
miles  of  mine  roads. 

These  opportunities 
would  be  further 

impaired  by  a  1,100 
percent  increase  in 
motorized  recreation 

use. 

Opportunities  for nonmotorized 
recreation  use  would 

by  enhanced  and 
maintained  on  aill 

2,925  acres  of  the 
WSA  by  precluding  one 
mineral  ejq)loration 

program  and  the 
develcpment  of  one 
surface  mine,  and  by 

eliminating  motorized 
recreation  use  on  one 
mile  of  trails. 

11 



Table  5  -  Ccnparative  Summary  of  the  lirpacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

CUltuzal  Besouonoes One  potentially 

eligible  National 
Register  site  cxxild  be 
adversely  iirpacted  by 
casual  disturtoanoe, 
vandalism  and  site 
destruction  resulting 
f  rem  increased 
visitation  by 
recreation  users  and 
surface  disturbances 

resulting  from  mineral 
exploration  and  the 
develqpment  of  one 
mine. 

Wilderness 

designation  would 

help  prevent 
vandalism,  casual 
disturbance  and  site 
destruction  at  one 

potentially  eligible 
National  Register 
site  by  closing  one 
mile  of  trails  to 
motorized  recreation 
use,  and  by 

precluding  one 
mineral  ejq)lorati<Mi 

program  and  the 
develcpnent  of  cxie 
surface  mine  within 
the  WSA. 

Increased  visitation 

by  nonmotorized 
recreation  users 
could  result  in 
isolated  incidents  of 
casual  disturbance, 
vandalism  or  site 
destruction. 

Cracial  Wildlife 
Habitat 

Surface  disturbances 
f  rcxn  one  mineral 

ej^loration  program 
and  the  develcpnent  of 
one  surface  mine  would 
result  in  the  loss  of 
52  acres  of  crucial 

bi^om  sheet  habitat. 

Continued  motorized 
recreation  use  on  1.5 
miles  of  mine  roads 

would  preclude 
rehabilitation  1.8 
acres  of  surface 
disturbance  in  crucial 

bi^om  sheep  habitat. 

Wilderness 

designation  would 
prevent  the  close  of 

approximately  52 
acres  of  crucicLL 

bi^om  she^  habitat 

by  precluding  two acres  of  surface 
disturbance  f  rxan  one 

mineral  ea^loration 

program  and  50  acres 
of  surface 
disturbance  from  the 

development  of  one 
surface  mine. 
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Table  5  -  Conparative  Surnmciry  of  the  Inpacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

Specijal  Status  Surface  disturbances  Wilderness 
Wildlife  Species  from  one  mineral  designation  would 

exploration  program  pjrevent  the  loss  of 
and  the  develcpment  of  approximately  52 
one  surface  mine  would  acres  of  potentieil 
result  in  the  loss  of  habitat  for  the 
approximately  52  acres  peregrine  fcdocxi  by 
of  potential  habitat  precluding  surface 
for  the  peregrine  disturbances  frcm  one 
fcilcon  within  the  WSA.  mineral  eoqjloraticMi 

program  and  the 
Motorized  recreation  develcpnent  of  one 
use  on  one  mile  of  surface  mine.  It 
trails  and  1.5  miles  would  also  prevent 
of  mine  roads  would  disturbances  to 
continue  to  disturb  peregrine  fcilcon  nest 
potential  peregrine  sites  by  closing  one 
falcon  nest  sites.  mile  of  trails  to 

motorized  recreation 
use. 

F.  Local  Social  and  Economic  Considerations 

No  local  social  or  economic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  Yuma 
District  FEIS.  Therefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  tcpic  will 
occur  in  this  document. 

G.  Summary  of  WSA-Specific  Public  Comments 

The  following  is  a  summary  of  all  ccannments  received,  KncMn   inaccuracies 
are  noted  in  parentheses. 

1.  Inventory  Phase:  No  public  ccxnments  addressing  the  wilderness 
characteristics  of  the  unit  were  received  during  the  Initial  Inven- 

tory. Follcwing  the  inventory,  a  lapidary  society  wrote  cpposing 
further  inventory  or  wilderness  consideration  for  this  unit, 
because  of  the  failure  of  the  BIM  maps  to  portray  cill  roads,  mines, 
mineral  locations  and  mining  claims. 

Six  letters  were  received  during  the  Intensive  Inventory  period. 
Five  were  in  agreement  with  the  findings  that  the  area  has 
potential  for  further  wilderness  consideration.   Ihey  mentioned 
the  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
provided  by  this  unit  and  the  need  to  protect  this  cirea,  vtiich  is 
one  of  the  best  exairples  of  wild  lands  in  the  west.  Also  noted  was 
the  scientific  and  educational  value  of  this  area,  since  it  is  an 
irrportant  nesting  place  for  waterfowl  eilong  the  Colorado  River 
migration  route.  Ihe  sixth  respondent  was  the  County  of  Iiiperial 
Board  of  Supervisors,  v*iich  stated  that  it  had  protested  the 
adjoining  wilderness  in  the  California  Desert  Conservation  Area, 
since  wilderness  was  not  consistent  with  the  county's  general  plain. 
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2.  Study  Phase;  Draft  Yuma  Resource  Management  Plan  (FMP)  and  EIS. 
The  Draft  RMP  reccanmended  that  this  WSA,  along  with  several  other 
WSAs,  be  recoiroTvended  unsuitable  for  wilderness.  Many  re^xDndents 
supported  this  general  reccanmendation.  In  contrast,  a  large  number 
of  respondents  stated  their  desire  for  a  great  deal  more  wilderness 
than  was  recoaonmended  by  the  Bureau.  Most  of  these  letters  ^)ecified 

particular  WSAs,  thou^  none  mentioned  this  WSA.  Several  indivi- 
duals and  organizations  prcposed  that  all  of  the  WSAs  within  the 

planning  area  be  reccanmended  suitable.  One  writer  noted  that  the 
rigorous  screening  process  had  eliminated  all  but  the  most 
outstanding  WSAs.  Two  respondents  suggested  that  all  WSAs  not 
reccaranended  as  suitable  should  be  given  a  designation  that  would 
assure  protection  for  their  unique  resources. 

Only  four  ccanments  were  specific  to  this  WSA.  The  Yuma  Audubon 

Society  disagreed  with  eill  of  the  Bureau's  reasons  for  rejecting 
this  WSA  and  prc^xDsed  that  it  be  designated  wilderness  if  the 

adjacent  Little  Picacho  Peak  VISA  in  the  California  Desert  Conserva- 
tion Area  is  designated  wilderness  by  Congress.  Ihey  objected  to 

BIM's  use  of  "mineral  conflicts"  as  a  reason  for  rejecting  this  WSA, 
declaring  that  the  potential  for  minerals,  oil,  gas,  and  geothermcil 
energy  were  low,  and,  furthermore,  that  the  area  was  already  under 
mineral  withdrawal  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation.  Ihe  Society 

described  the  WSA's  hi^  wilderness  value,  along  with  its 
nei^Tboring  area  in  the  California  Desert  Conservation  Area.  It  is 
rugged  and  would  provide  outstanding  solitude  and  c^portunity  for 
primitive  recreation.  It  is  also  habitat  for  a  rare  cactus  and  the 
bi^om  sheep  and  has  considerable  cultural  resources  potentied. 

Ihe  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  mentioned  that  "burro 
deer"  are  found  in  this  unit.  Ihe  California  Division  of  Mines  and 
Geology  stated  that  the  area  has  potential  for  uranium.  One 
respondent  requested  that  this  particular  WSA  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness. 

3.  Draft  EIS  on  Proposed  Wilderness  Procrram  for  Yuma  District:  Ihe 
Proposed  Wilderness  Program  continued  the  earlier  recommendation  of 
the  Resource  Management  Plan  (RMP)  that  this  WSA  be  reccxnmended 
unsuitable  for  wilderness;  2,915  acres  would  be  returned  to  other 

resource  uses.  Many  respondents  supported  the  general  "no- 
wildemess"  position  for  this  WSA  and  for  a  number  of  other  WSAs  in 
the  Yuma  District.  Iheir  major  concerns  were  the  need  for 
motorized  vehicle  access  for  mineral  e3q)loration,  recreation,  and 
maintenance  of  water  facilities  for  wildlife.  An  equally  large 
number  of  respondents,  including  the  Sierra  Club,  favored  wilderness 
designation  for  all  of  the  WSAs  within  the  District. 

Five  comments  specifically  addressed  this  WSA.  Ihe  California 
Department  of  Parks  and  Recreation  recommended  designating  all  of 
this  area  as  wilderness;  this  would  be  in  agreement  with  the  Picacho 
State  Recreation  Area.  Ihe  Department  identified  intensive 
potential  adverse  iitpacts  to  wildlife  (Nelson  bi^om,  raptors, 

foxtail  cactus)  under  the  BIM's  reccanmendation.  Ihey  cilso  stated 
that  there  are  no  critical  minerals  in  the  area  to  justify  mining 
activities. 
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Ihe  Yuma  Audubon  Society  strongly  advocated  wilderness  for  this 

unit.  Ihey  noted  that  it  is  adjacent  to  2,490  acres  of  administra- 
tively endorsed  wilderness  in  the  Iirperial  National  Wildlife 

Refuge.  Together,  the  two  areas  would  exceed  5,000  acres.  Wilder- 
ness status  for  each  of  these  units  would  be  mutually  beneficial. 

The  Society  stated  that  the  Bureau  failed  to  present  an  adequate 
rationale  for  rejecting  this  area  for  wilderness  designation.  No 
other  resource  use,  such  as  motorized  recreation  or  mining,  was  of 
significant  iirportance  in  this  area.  One  individual  respondent  also 
favored  wilderness  for  this  area. 

The  Arizona  Mining  Association  and  a  representative  of  the  precious 
metals  industry  exposed  wilderness  for  this  area  because  of  its 
mineral  potential. 

No  cciranents  were  received  from  local  governments. 
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1.      THE  STODY  AREA 

A3CA  TIBIA  WIIIB«ESS  STODg  AREA  fWSA) 

(CA-06O-002) 

-  344     acres 

The  Agua  Tibia  WSA  is  lcx:ated  in  southwestern  Riverside  County,  ten  miles 
west  of  Temecula,  California.  Ihe  WSA  includes  344  acres  of  public  land 
administered  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM) .  Ihere  are  no  private 

or  State  lands  within  the  WSA's  boundaries  (see  Map  1  and  Table  1) . 

The  WSA  is  located  adjacent  to  the  Agua  Tibia  Wilderness  Area,  a  U.S.  Forest 
Service  (USES)  wilderness  eirea,  administered  by  the  Cleveland  National 
Forest.  The  WSA  is  bounded  on  the  north,  east  and  west  by  private  land.  The 
southern  boundary  is  contiguous  with  the  Agua  Tibia  Wilderness  Area. 

The  WSA  consists  of  an  east-west  trending  ridge  just  north  of  the  steqp  Agua 
Tibia  Wilderness.  As  a  small  part  of  the  Agua  Tibia  Mountain  portion  of  the 
Peninsular  Range  gecxnorphic  province,  elevations  in  this  area  range  frcm 
1,700  feet  in  the  northwest  to  a  maximum  of  2,581  feet.  Dcaninant  features 
include  Pechanga  Creek  vAiich  traverses  throu^  the  southwest  comer  of  the 
WSA,  and  a  steep  break  cLLong  the  northern  boundary  overlooking  the  Pauba 
Valley. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  202  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 

Management  Act  (FLFMA) .  The  WSA  is  within  BIM's  Escondido-Border  Planning 
Unit,  for  vdiich  a  management  framework  plan  was  coannpleted  in  1976.  TVro 
different  suitability  reccaranendations  were  analyzed  in  the  Western  Counties 
Wilderness  Stuc^  Project  Final  Environmental  Iitpact  Statement  (EIS) , 
ccnpleted  in  1987:  clLI  wilderness  and  no  wilderness. 

2.  REO0MMEND?VTIC»J  AND  RATTnNATF          344  acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 

0  BLM  acres  reccsnmended  for 
nonwildemess 

All  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  this  WSA.  This  is  considered  to  be 

environmentally  preferable  cis  it  will  result  in  the  least  change  from  the 
existing  natural  environment  over  the  long  term. 

This  WSA  is  reccanmended  for  wilderness  designation  because:   (1)  the  cirea  is 
in  a  nearly  undisturbed  natural  state  and  possesses  outstanding  wilderness 

values;  (2)  it  is  a  logical  extension  of  the  USFS's  existing  wilderness  area, 
the  Agua  Tibia  Wilderness;  (3)  designation  will  not  adversely  affect  any 
existing  resources  or  uses  within  the  wilderness  area;  and  (4)  no  significant 
conflicts  with  other  resource  uses  will  result  from  designation. 

The  area's  wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  c^^xDrtunities  for  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  types  of  recreation,  are  outstanding.  Rugged 

terrain  and  limited  access  have  maintained  the  area's  pristine  character. 
Within  the  WSA's  boundaries,  a  sense  of  solitude  is  easily  achieved.  Dense 



vegetation,  tcpogr^iiic  relief  and  few  visitors  ensure  opportunities  for 
seclusion.  When  evcduated  in  cxaitoination  with  the  adjacent  existing 
wilderness  areas,  the  WSA  contains  outstanding  qpportunities  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  types  of  recreation.  Hiking  and  bacJqjacking  c^portunities 
abound.  Ihe  area  contains  r^resentations  of  two  native  California  plant 
ccrarnunities.  No  routes  of  travel  have  been  identified  within  the  WSA. 

Ihe  area  is  located  adjacent  to  the  northern  border  of  the  Agua  Tibia 
Wilderness  Area,  administered  by  the  Cleveland  National  Forest.  This 

proximity  enhances  the  WSA's  values. 

Current  uses  within  this  WSA  consist  of  day  hiking,  picnicking,  nature  stucfy, 
and  to  a  lesser  extent,  hiking  and  backpacking  at  levels  of  less  than  1000 
visitor  use  days  per  year.  These  uses  are  consistent  with  those  cdlcwed 
under  the  prcposed  action.  Designation  will  not  affect  these  activities.  In 
addition,  designation  of  this  VISA  as  wilderness  would  not  result  in  any 
conflicts  with  other  resources  or  uses.  This  VKA  lacks  any  mineral 
potential.  There  is  no  access  for  motorized  vehicles  within  this  area. 
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TARTE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Sunmary  of  the  Stucty  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 
BIM  (surface  and  subsurface)  344 
l^lit  Estate     (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Total  344 

Within  the  Recommended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 
BIM           (within  WSA)  344 
BIM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Reccinmended  for  Wilderness  344 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BIM        (surface  and  subsurface)  0 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Totcil  BIM  Land  Not  Recoanmended  for  Wilderness 

3.   CRITERIA  OONSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WILDERNESS  RECOMMENDATIONS 

A.  Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness:  Limited  access  and  extreme  ruggedness  have  combined  to 
ensure  the  maintenance  of  a  pristine  condition,  and  the  iitprint  of 

man's  presence  is  negligible.  The  area  has  outstanding  natural 
values,  and  does  not  contain  roads,  ways,  or  prospects.  The  only 
evidence  of  man  is  a  narrcw  foot  trail  that  traverses  the  northern 

portion  of  the  WSA.  The  natural  character  of  the  unit  is 
outstanding  vAien  ccarpared  to  nonwildemess  study  area  lands  to  the 
north.  Frcxn  the  crest  and  hi^  elevations,  outstanding  views  are 



available  of  all  major  mcxmtain  ranges  and  peate  in  southern 
California.  Exertional  views  of  the  San  Bernardino,  San  Jacinto, 
San  Gabriel,  and  Santa  Ana  Mountains  are  all  available  to 
reca?eationists . 

2.  Solitude:  Of^xDrtunities  for  solitude  within  the  area  are 
excellent.  Dense  vegetation  on  the  steep  slopes  and  in  the  canycxis 
ccmbined  with  tc^pograptiic  relief  and  relatively  low  use  levels 
ensure  a  sense  of  solitude  throu^out.  Ihis  feeling  is  enhanced 
toward  the  south  as  one  approaches  the  existing  Agua  Tibia 
Wilderness.  Opportunities  for  solitude  are  reduced  close  to  the 
northern  border  of  the  WSA,  near  v*iich  a  cluster  of  homes  is 
located. 

This  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  pcirt  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  Ihe  visual  intrusions  eind 
associated  noise  create  periodic  temporary  effects  on  solitude  which 
cire  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
pr^aredness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation;  Although  the  site  itself  is 
small,  vdien  combined  with  the  adjacent  wilderness,  the  total  cirea 
offers  outstanding  opportunities  for  unconfined  types  of  recreation, 
Ihe  steep  topography  and  untrammeled  nature  prcfvide  challenging 
hiking  and  bacdq^acking  experiences. 

4.  Special  Features:  The  area  provides  excellent  representations  of 
two  native  California  plant  conraunities.  The  coastal  sage  scrub  and 
chaparrcil  ccanmunities  present  contain  great  diversity  of  species. 

B.  Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 

1.  Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 

represented  by  ecosystems:  This  WSA  contains  344  acres  of  the 
California  Chaparral/Coastal  Sagebrush  ecosystem.  This  study  area 

joins  and  cxxtplements  the  existing  15,934-acre  Agua  Tibia  Wilderness 
area  to  the  south  and  offers  a  higher  elevation  extension  of 
undisturbed  chaparral. 



Table  2  -  EcaDsystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kachler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas        Other  BLM  Studies 

Dcgnain/Province/FNV  areas     acres    areas       acres 

NATIOIWIDE 

California  Chaparral/Coastal 
Sagebrush  2    49,849       1       5,002 

CALIFORNIA 

California  Chaparral/Coastal 
Sagebrush  2     49,849       1        5,002 

2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation  within 
a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  pqjulation  centers:  The  WSA 

is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  ei^t  major  pcpalation  centers.  Table  3 
summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  designated  areas  and  other  BIM 

stucfy  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  the  population  centers. 

Table  3 

Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents 
of  Major  Peculation  Centers 

Popalation 
Centers 
California 

Anaheim-Santa  Ana 
Bakersfield 

Los  Angeles-Long  Beach 
Qxnard-Ventura 
Riverside-San  Bernardino 

Santa  Barbara-Santa  Maria-Lcmpoc  20 
San  Diego 
Visalia-Tulare-Porterville 

3.  Balancing  the  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas:  Ihe  WSA 
is  within  50  air  miles  of  four  BIM  VSAs  reccanmended  for  wilderness 

designation.  Agua  Tibia  WSA  is  adjacent  to  the  Agua  Tibia 
Wilderness  Area,  administered  by  the  USES.  Also  within  a  50  mile 
radius  are  the  folloving  designated  wilderness  areas:  Santa  Rosa, 
San  Jacinto,  and  San  Gorgonio  Wilderness  Areas,  administered  by  the 
San  Bernardino  National  Forest;  San  Mateo  Canyon  Wilderness  Area, 
administered  by  Cleveland  National  Forest;  and  Mount  San  Jacinto  and 
Anza  Borrego  Desert  State  Wilderness  Areas. 

NWPS  < areas      C 

acres 

>ther  BI M  Studies 

areas areas acres 

25 2,823,534 153 
5,703,616 32 4,071,358 128 
3,998,548 

27 2,876,234 
135 

4,958,751 23 2,195,198 

85 

2,703,260 22 2,031,054 205 
7,658,649 

20 
1,166,142 

35 528,590 
15 

1,043,680 100 3,378,814 34 4,431,635 61 
1,681,921 



C.  Manageability 

The  Agua  Tibia  VISA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  There  ctre  no  ODnflicts 
vAiich  would  preclude  management  of  this  area  as  wilderness. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well  as 
the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  Kncwn  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminary 
Suitability  Recommendation:  The  Agua  Tibia  VKA  was  not  inventoried 

for  mineral  resources  under  the  BIM  Geology-Energy-Minercil 
assessment  process.  Mineral  resources  were  addressed,  however,  in 
the  1987  Final  EIS  for  the  Western  Counties  Wilderness  Study 
Project.  The  EIS  indicated  no  mineral  resource  potential  for  the 

WSA.  A  mineral  survey  of  the  USFS's  Agua  Tibia  Wilderness  Area, 
adjacent  to  the  BLM  WSA,  was  made  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  (BCM) 
and  U.S.  Geological  Survey  (USGS) .  The  findings  of  these  surveys 

were  published  in  the  BCM  in  Open  File  Ri^»rt  (OFR)  11-85,  and  the 
USGS  in  USGS  Bulletin  1319-A.  Neither  the  BOM  nor  the  USGS  r^»rts 
identified  any  potential  for  the  occurrence  of  mineral  resources 
within  the  USES  area. 

Geologic  conditions  in  the  BIM  WSA  are  the  same  that  underlie  the 
USES  wilderness  area.  The  geology  of  the  WSA  was  mapped  as  being  an 
isolated  block  of  intrusive  gal±)roic  rock  in  hi^  angle  normal  fault 
contact  with  adjoining  Pleistocene  nonmarine  deposits  on  the  west, 
north  and  east,  and  inferred  contact  with  the  granitic  rocks  to  the 
south  (Mann,  J.F. ,  Jr.,  1955,  Geology  of  a  Portion  of  the  Elsinore 
Fault  Zone,  California,  California  Div.  of  Mines  Spec.  F$)t.  43, 
22p. ) .  Geologic  conditions  in  the  VKA  do  not  appear  to  support  the 
occurrence  of  mineral  resource  potenticil. 

2.  Summary  of  Significant  New  Mineral  Resource  Data  Collected  Since  the 
Preliminary  Suitability  Reccanmendation  Which  Should  Be  Considered  in 
the  Final  Decision;  Due  to  the  lew  potential  no  mineral  resource 
potential  map  was  pr^)ared.  As  of  December  1987,  there  were  no 
urpatented  mining  claims,  mineral  Sciles  or  leases  recorded  with  BIM 
in  this  WSA. 



E.  Iropacts  on  Resources 

Table  4 

C3onparative  Summary  of  the  Iitpacts  by  Alternative 

Issue  Topics 

Impact  an  Wilderness 
Vcilues 

All-Wilderness 
Alternative 

The  net  effect  of  the 

management  actions 
would  be  the  retention 

and  long-term 
protection  of  the 
area's  wilderness 
values  resulting 

primarily  from  the 
continued  closure  of 
the  area  to  ORV  use. 

In  addition,  long-term 
security  for 
unanticipated  adverse 
future  actions  would 

be  provided. 
Naturalness  and 
solitude  would  be 

reduced  by  trail 
maintenance  and 
increased  visitor  use 
on  less  than  one 

percent  of  the  WSA. 
The  special  features 
(scenic  views  and  two 
native  Ccilifomia 

plant  ccsnraunities)  and 

(importunities  for 
primitive  and 
unconf ined  recreation 

would  not  be  inpacted 
more  than  negligibly. 

No-Wilderness 
Alternative 

Inpacts  under  the  No- 
Wildemess/No-Action 
Alternative  would  be 

essentially  the  same 
as  those  under  the 

Prcposed  Action, 

exc^jt  that  there 
would  not  be  long-term 
security  frcm 

unanticipated  future 
actions  and  there 
would  be  teirporary 

(two  to  four  years) 

negative  inpacts  to 
naturalness  and 

c^portunities  for 
primitive  and 
unconf ined  recreation 
from  the  prcposed 

prescribed  burning  on 
100  acres  every  ten 

yeajrs.  The  prescribed 
burning  would  have 
tenporary  minor 
benefits  to  scenic 
views  and  moderate 
benefit  to  the  coasted 
scnib  and  chaparral 
communities,  v*iich  are 
fire  dependent. 

F.  local  Socicil  and  Economic  Considerations 

No  IocclL  social  or  econcmic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  CDCA 

Plan  and  EIS.  Therefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  tcpic  will  occur 
in  this  document. 

G.  Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Comments 

Ihe  following  is  a  summary  of  all  comments  received.  Inaccuracies  that 
eure  kncwn  to  exist  are  noted  in  parentheses. 
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1.  Inventory  Fhase:  Most  cxxnments  agreed  with  BIM's  findings. 

2.  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement:  The  Bureau's  recommendation 
was  that  the  Agua  Tibia  VSk  be  designated  as  suitable  for 
wilderness.  Of  the  seventeen  letters  coramenting  on  the  Agua  Tibia 
WSA,  fourteen  favored  and  three  opposed  wilderness  designation. 

Wilderness  proponents  noted  that  features  v*iich  would  benefit  frcxn 

wildeniess  designation  included  the  State-listed  endangered  least 
Bell '  s  vireo  (no  suitable  habitat  for  this  species  in  the  WSA) ,  the 
natural  ecosystem,  and  solitude  for  nonmotorized  recreationists.  A 
few  respondents  wanted  this  small  area  transferred  to  the  USFS  to  be 
managed  as  wilderness. 

The  California  D^>artment  of  Forestry  noted  that  wilderness  status 
affects  fire  defense  and  st^pression.  However,  they  had  little 
concern  about  this  particular  WSA,  since  its  fire  protection  would 
fall  upon  the  USFS,  v*iich  manages  the  adjacent  wilderness  area  to 
the  north.  Two  organizations  exposed  wilderness  for  this  area 
because  of  its  potential  for  mineral  and  geothermal  resources.  They 
wanted  the  area  to  be  left  cpen  for  e3q)loration  and  development. 

3.  Supplemental  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement:  The  Bureau's 
reccatimendation  was  the  same  as  in  the  DEIS.  All  344  acres  were 

recommended  as  suitable.  Forty-two  responses  were  received,  28  frcm 
individuals,  11  frcsn  organizations,  and  the  rest  frxam  local  or 

Federal  agencies  or  businesses.  The  Bureau's  reccanmendation  was 
supported  by  all  but  one  of  the  respondents.  The  San  Diego 
Association  of  Governments  opposed  wilderness  because  it  would  limit 
the  use  of  certain  fire  prevention  techniques. 

Reasons  for  favoring  wilderness  designation  included  the  following: 
(1)  it  would  provide  the  best  protection  for  endangered  plants  and 
animals  (none  found  within  this  VKA) ;  (2)  successful  wilderness 
management  is  caipatible  with  effective  fire  prevention  and 
protection;  and  (3)  this  area  should  be  added  to  the  adjacent  USFS 
wilderness. 





Beauty  Mountain 
CA-060-020G 





BEamY  MJUNTAIN  WIIIDERNESS  STUPy  AREA  (VISA) 

(CA-O6O-020G) 

1.  THE   STUDY  AREA     12,732  acres 

The  Beauty  Mcjuntain  WSA  is  located  across  the  boundary  of  Riverside  and  San 
Diego  Counties.  Temecula,  California,  situated  approximately  30  miles  west 
of  the  WSA  is  the  closest  conmunity.  The  V^A  includes  11,364  acres  of  BLM 
lands  and  1,368  private  inholdings  totalling  12,732  acres  (see  Map  1  and 
Table  1) . 

The  WSA  boundaries  on  the  north,  west  and  south  are  extremely  irregular, 
delineated  by  surrounding  private  land.  The  eastern  boundary  follows  the 
alignment  of  the  California  Riding  and  Hiking  Trail,  v*iich  in  this  area 
serves  as  the  tenporary  route  of  the  Pacific  Crest  National  Scenic  Trail. 

The  Beauty  Mountain  VKA  is  ccmprised  of  a  series  of  steep,  rugged 
mountainsides  dcminated  by  Beauty  Mountain  and  Iron  Springs  Jfountain.  These 
mountains  rise  above  the  more  gentle  relief  of  the  plateau  that  forms  the 
western  half  of  the  WSA.  Deep  canyons  have  formed  frcm  drainage  off  the 

erosion-resistant  ridges.  Elevations  range  frcm  2,920  feet  near  Culp  Valley 
in  the  northwest  to  5,548  feet  at  Beauty  Mountain  in  the  east. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLFMA) .  Various  suitability  recommendations  were  analyzed  in 
the  Draft,  Supplemental  Draft,  and  Final  Environmental  Iitpact  Statements 
(EIS)  for  the  Western  Counties  Wilderness  Study  Project.  Three  different 
suitability  reccanmendations  were  analyzed  in  the  FEIS:  no  wilderness,  all 
wilderness  and  partial  wilderness  recommending  rou^ily  55%  of  the  V^A 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

2.  REOCMIENDATTC^^  AND  RATTC^IALE            0  acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 

11,364  BLM  acres  reccanmended  for 
nonwildemess 

No  wilderness  is  the  reccanmendation  for  this  WSA.  The  entire  acreage  in  this 
VKA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  This  recommendation  will  be 

iroplemented  in  a  manner  which  will  use  all  practical  means  to  avoid  or 
minimize  environmental  iitpacts. 

The  rationcile  for  this  nonsuitable  reccanmendation  are  as  follows:   (1)  the 
wilderness  values  for  most  of  the  area  are  not  outstanding;  (2)  the  current 
use  levels  have  had  no  detrimental  effect  on  the  wilderness  values  the  area 

possesses;  (3)  off-hi^way  vehicle  (CHV)  use  levels,  restricted  by  the  cirea's 
lack  of  public  motorized  access,  will  not  increase  enou^  to  significantly 
affect  these  values;  (4)  current  management  has  proven  effective  in 

maintaining  the  area's  existing  resources;  and  (5)  no  significant  conflicts 
have  been  identified. 



The  All-Wildemess  recxsmnendation  is  enviroonentally  preferable  as  it  would 
result  in  the  least  change  f rem  the  existing  natural  environment  over  the 
long  term. 

The  wilderness  values  of  this  WSA,  vAiile  sufficient  to  meet  the  Section  2(c) 
criteria  of  the  1964  Wilderness  Act,  are  less  than  outstanding.  Within  this 
WSA,  naturalness  has  been  reduced  by  the  developnent  of  private  iriholdings, 
specifically  the  facilities  at  the  Pawnee  Mine.  Access  routes,  ancillary  to 
the  mine  emd  other  private  interests,  lace  the  VISA.     Althou*^  c^^portunities 
for  solitude  and  for  primitive  and  unconf ined  types  of  recreation  exist 
within  this  WSA,  these  opportunities  are  not  fully  realized  because  of  the 
restricted  public  access.  Ihere  are  approximately  13  miles  of  routes  of 
travel  including  primitive  ways,  washes  and  other  unmaintained  routes  of 
access  vdiich  will  remain  available  for  vehicular  use. 

Current  uses  of  the  area  have  little  effect  on  the  area's  wilderness  values. 
Most  of  the  current  recreational  uses  of  the  WSA  center  around  the  California 

Riding  and  Hiking  Trail  corridor.  This  use  consists  of  hiking,  backpacking 
and  trail  riding,  ̂ proximately  200  visitor  use  days  (VUD)  of  deer  and 
i:?3land  game  hunting  per  year  occur  in  this  WSA.  MDst  hunting  use  originates 
frcm  the  deer  carrps,  located  on  private  lands  adjacent  to  the  WSA.  Hunting 
pressure  within  the  WSA  would  be  much  greater  if  not  for  the  lack  of  public 
access.  Mining  and  grazing  make  up  the  remaining  current  uses  of  this  WSA. 
Most  mining  activity  consists  of  casual  prospecting  and  recreational 
rocldiounding.  As  for  grazing,  roost  of  the  WSA  is  covered  by  one  of  three 
allotments  in  the  area.  Livestock  utilization  of  each  of  the  three 

allotments  is  about  150  animal  unit  months  (AUM) .  Existing  range 
inoprovements  are  limited  to  fences  across  a  portion  of  the  area.  This 

limited  use  has  had  little  iitpact  on  the  area's  marginal  wilderness  values. 

OIN  use,  is  severely  limited.  The  potential  for  hi^  quality  motorized 
recreational  c^portunities  exists,  but  is  unrealized  due  to  the  availability 
of  similar  ciportunities  elsevihere,  and  the  absence  of  public  access, 
^proximately  23  miles  of  vehicle  routes  exist  within  the  interior  of  the 
WSA.  All  but  3.6  miles  of  this  road  network  is  overgrown  and  shews  little 
evidence  of  recent  CHV  use. 

The  management  framework  plan  prepared  for  this  area,  contains  management 

guidelines  v^ch  adequately  protect  and  preserve  the  area's  wilderness 
values.  The  actions  outlined  in  the  plan  address  limiting  vehicle  use;  using 
prescribed  burning  to  inprove  wildlife  and  livestock  brcwse  and  increase  the 

vigor  of  the  existing  vegetation,  much  of  v*iich  is  fire-dependent;  developing 
wildlife  water  sources;  and  providing  for  new  range  inprovements. 

No  significant  conflicts  with  this  recommendation  have  been  identified. 
Current  plans  call  for  the  construction  of  several  new  range  developments  on 
the  Beauty  Mountain  allotment,  including  two  water  developments  and  one  mile 
of  fence.  A  prescribed  bum  of  1,000  acres  is  also  planned  in  the  allotment 
for  a  projected  increase  of  30  percent  in  forage  allocation.  These  planned 
actions  cire  consistent  with  the  prcposed  action. 
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TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Stui^  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 

BOl  (surface  and  subsurface)  11,364 
Split  Estate     (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Ihholdings 
State  0 

Private  1,368 

Total  12,732 

Within  the  Reccmnended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 
BIM           (within  WSA)  0 
BIM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BIM  land  Reccaranended  for  Wilderness 

Ihholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Reccgnmended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BIM        (surface  and  subsurface)  11,364 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness       11,364 

CRITERIA  aarSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WIUDERNESS  REOa^MENDATIONS 

A.  Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness:  Ihe  area  is  in  essentially  a  natural  condition,  and  is 
heavily  vegetated  on  the  north  and  east  sides.  A  number  of  access 
routes  to  mining  claims  or  other  areas  of  interest  exist  within  the 
unit  because  they  are  not  maintained,  they  are  hi^ily  eroded  and 
becoming  overgrown  with  brush.  Ihese  routes  are  generally  not 
apparent  frcm  most  parts  of  the  VISA,   and  the  presence  of  twisting 
canyons,  other  tcpographic  relief,  and  vegetation  make  them 
substantially  unnoticeable.  Ihe  major  intrusion  within  the  WSA  is 



the  patented  Pawnee  Mine,  surrounded  by  the  VISA,   and  its  associated 
structures  and  road.  Ihese  intrusions  are  generally  undDservable 
within  the  unit,  and  the  works  of  man  are  substantially 
unnoticeable. 

2.  Solitude:  Many  features  cxsribine  to  ensure  that  c^iportunities  for 

solitude  are  available  throu^out  the  study  area.  The  WSA's 
relative  remoteness,  large  size,  rugged  and  diverse  terrain,  and 
dense  vegetation  si^port  a  sense  of  isolation  and  solitude.  The 
majority  of  the  boundary  is  adjacent  to  private  land  and  access  to 
the  VBA  is  limited  since  permission  of  the  landowner  to  cross  his 
prcperty  is  required. 

Ihis  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  Ihe  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  temporary  effects  on  solitude  whidi 
are  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  Ihe  WSA  currently  si^ports  a 
limited  degree  of  hunting  as  well  as  hiking  and  backpacking.  Ihe 
diverse  scenery  provides  attractive  subject  matter  for  both 
photogra{*iy  and  painting.  Eteteriorating  routes  will  continue  to 
provide  pedestrian  access  into  the  heart  of  the  VSA. 

B.  Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.  Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  by  ecosystems:  Ihis  VKA  contains  5,234  acres  of  the 
California  Chaparral/Coastal  Sagebrush  and  6,130  acres  of  the 
California  Chaparral/Chaparral  ecosystems.  Ihe  Beauty  Mountain  WSA 
would  not  increase  the  diversity  of  the  chaparral  types  of 
ecosystems  r^resented  in  the  NWPS.  Ihese  ecosystems  are  represented 
in  currently  designated  wilderness  areas. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  Representation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas        Other  BIM  Studies 
Dcanain/Province/FNV 

California  Chaparral/Coastal 
Sagebrush 

California  Chaparral/Chaparral 

Ccilifomia  Chaparral/Coastal 
Sagebrush 

California  Chaparral/Ohaparral 

areas   acres areas acres 

NATIONWIDE 

2       49,849 1 344 
17       462,256 

10 81,080 

CALIFORNIA 

2        49,849 1 344 
17       462,256 10 

81,080 



NWPS  areas Other  BIM  Studies 
areas acres ar^eas acres 

25 2,823,534 
153 5,703,616 

32 4,071,358 128 
3,998,548 

27 2,876,234 135 
4,958,751 

23 
2,195,198 

85 
2,703,260 

22 
2,031,054 

205 
7,658,649 

20 
1,166,142 

35 528,590 
15 1,043,680 100 

3,378,814 

2.  Expandincf  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreaticm 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  poculation  centers; 

The  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  seven  major  peculation 
centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  designated 

areas  and  other  BIM  study  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  the 
population  centers. 

Table  3 

Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents 
of  Major  Peculation  Centers 

Pqpulation 
Centers 

California 

Anaheim-Santa  Ana 
Bakersfield 

los  Angeles-Long  Beach 
Oxncird-Ventura 
Riverside-San  Bernardino 

Santa  Barbara-Santa  Maria-Loirpoc  20 
San  Diego 

3.  Balancing  the  qeoqrapAiic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas:  Ihe  WSA 
is  within  50  air  miles  of  seven  BIM  WSAs  reccammended  for  wilderness 

designation.  The  closest  Federally  designated  wilderness  area  is 
the  Agua  Tibia  Wilderness  Area,  administered  by  the  Cleveland 
National  Forest,  located  ten  miles  west.  Also  within  a  50  mile 
radius  are  the  follcwing  designated  wilderness  areas:  Hauser,  Pine 
Creek  and  San  Mateo  Caryon  Wilderness  Areas,  administered  by 
Cleveland  National  Forest;  Santa  Rosa,  San  Jacinto,  and  San  Gorgonio 
Wilderness  Areas,  administered  by  San  Bernardino  National  Forest; 
Joshua  Tree  Wilderness  Areas,  administered  by  Joshua  Tree  National 
Monument;  and  Mount  San  Jacinto  and  Anza  Borrego  Desert  State 
Wilderness  Areas. 

C.  Manageabil  ity 

The  Beauty  Mountain  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  The  fact  that 
public  acce^  is  restricted  by  the  surrounding  private  land  enhances 
manageability  of  the  cirea  as  wilderness  by  virtually  eliminating  the 
possibility  of  intrusions  by  CHVs.  However,  there  are  factors  that 
would  complicate  manageability  to  some  degree. 

The  development  of  private  inholdings  would  effect  manageability  of  the 
Beauty  Mountain  WSA.  Access  needs  and  the  effect  of  intruding  si^ts 
and  sounds  could  affect  wilderness  values. 

LDcewise,  the  valid  existing  ri^ts  retained  by  mining  claimants  have 

the  potential  to  create  manageability  problems  by  affecting  all- 
wilderness  Vcilues.  Mining  claimants  possessing  valid  existing  ri^ts 



can  develop  their  claims  in  a  manner  reasonably  incidental  to  their 
mining  cperation  even  if  wilderness  designation  ^ould  occur.  Ihe  only 
restrictions  placed  on  these  activities  is  that  they  not  cause 
unnecessary  or  undue  degradation,  leaving  sufficient  latitude  to  cause 
severe  iitpacts  to  existing  wilderness  values. 

Militeiry  overflii^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well  as 
the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Enerov  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  Ktcv^n  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminary 
Suitability  Recammendation:  The  WSA  was  not  included  in  the  BIM 

Geology-Energy-Mineral  Assessment  process  ccsrpleted  in  1980. 
However,  mineral  resource  data  for  the  area  was  analyzed  in  the  1987 
final  EIS  for  the  Western  Counties  Wilderness  Study  Project. 
Mineral  data  in  the  EIS  indicated  that  the  WSA  had  1cm  potential  for 
mineral  occurrence.  In  1983,  over  30  placer  mining  claims,  and  11 
lode  mining  claims  were  recorded  with  the  BIM  in  the  VSA. 

In  1986,  the  BIM  conducted  a  literature  search  and  a  drive-through 
survey  of  the  WSA.  It  was  found  that  the  WSA  contains  known 
d^xDsits  of  tungsten  and  minor  amounts  of  gold.  Ihe  most  valuable 
d^xDsits  are  in  the  southeastern  portion  of  the  WSA  along  a  fault  in 
v*iich  tungsten  was  historically  produced  frcan  the  Pawnee  Mine  (date 
and  amount  of  production  unknown) .  Several  mining  claims  were 

recorded  in  this  area  with  the  BIM.  During  the  drive-throu^  survey 
intrusive  pegmatites  were  observed  throu^out  the  WSA.  In  San  Diego 
County,  these  pegmatites  are  historically  found  to  contain  gem  or 
collector  quality  tourmaline  and  many  mining  claims  have  been 
patented  in  the  past  for  this  type  of  mineral.  However,  the 
pegmatites  in  the  WSA  were  generally  found  to  be  small  (one  to  ten 
inches)  with  only  small  fibrous  tourmaline  occurring. 

2.  Summary  of  Significant  New  Mineral  Resource  Data  Collected  Since  the 
Preliminary  Suitability  Recommendation  Which  Should  Be  Considered  in 
the  Final  Decision:  The  area  along  the  fault  zone  from  Beauty  Peak 

to  Cooper  Canyon  in  the  east-central  portion  of  the  WSA  has  a  high 
potential  for  the  occurrence  of  tungsten  and  a  moderate  potenticil 
for  gold  under  the  BIM  classification  system.  These 
classifications  are  based  on  known  occurrences  and/or  favorable 
geological  environment  and  anomalous  resource  values,  and  are  shown 
on  the  aocoirpanying  mineral  potential  map.  No  evidence  of  the 
occurrence  of  geitv/collector  quality  minerals,  leaseable  mineral 
resources,  mineral  materials  such  as  sand  and  gravel,  or  energy 
resources  was  found  within  the  WSA. 

As  of  Decei±)er,  1987,  11  urpatented  lode  mining  claims  aggregating 
220  acres  were  on  record  with  the  BIM  in  the  northeastern  and 

southeastern  portion  of  the  WSA.  Also,  as  of  December,  1987  no 
mineral  sales  or  leases  had  been  isued  within  this  WSA.  Ihe 

following  table  summarizes  the  mining  claim  records  data: 



Table  4  -  Mining  Clcdins 

No. Acres 

Type Suitable  Nonsuit. Total Suitable  Nonsuit. Total 

Mining  Cleiims 
Lode 0 11 11 0 220 

220 Placser 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Mill  Sites 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total 0 11 11 0 
220 

220 
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E.       Impacts  on  Resouroes 

Table  5  -  CJcatparative  Summary  of  the  Impacts  by  Alternative 
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ndizcr  tte  '"["'^^ 
en  rHtucalTEss 
iHTinR  ttie 

<HiyUnitiRR(^nii 
to  a  Iztcg?.  dajnae  on 
tt£  rsbjccOrBEB  cf  a 

f^rnifll  PHHtimEs 
ttiB  aoaiic  visfaB  cf 
tte  VEA.    Rrarrihed 
butTE  wxQd  qsn  ip 
S3IB  visbas  ail  near 

sane,  the  Jnpcts 
beirg  tEnjxtaoy  (2 
tD  4  yynr;) .    Ihe 
itdrcyal  cfeuelcpiB^ 
crtirnrPitHi  ai  210 
aczBB  vcuM  hewe  a 

Icrg-tesn  (iptsSO 

;^CEDs)  JTipyl"  en Igeb  thEn  fiue 

pjLUjLcf  tte 
vistas  fixntteVBL 
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TtebLe  5  -  CtitpBQ3ati\e  SLratary  cf  the  liiprts  ty  ALtarHtivs  (Ctrt'c^ 

lEBLEltpiC 

liipact  cnl|ilaTd 

Btprt  cnLiv^sbock 
(kazing 

nitpoct  en MJn:w\7Rui 
Ifecreertiicn  Lte 

Ib-WUdaTEEi^  No 
Pddan 

CX^all,  baiefits  to 
dear  ard  qjail  vnilri 
beininx'.    Ba'CiTits 

■Qian  piKazai'dbed 
ta-nrdrg  ardv^ter 
da^kpCTt  vnfld  be mostly 

^Ebrtsik  distxni^Grxze 
Dian  mtniiig. 

Rzage  allocetia-B to  li\€stpckvni1d 
incTBase  ty  50 
iOfe(30  paxet:) 
wLthin  tai  icars. 
The  fcrage 
utilizaticn 
effJcifrnieR  of  tie 

rp=rRrt-ifTE  vnild 
increase. 

zezzeaticral  use 
vmld  drcp  aixut  12 

paxHt  tD 
eipcodnedieLy  285 
vnspari^ar. 

A1 1  -Wi  IrJprtipgg 

ALtereth^ 

Ihepe  vnild  be  a 
irdnx*  roictdcn  in 
dasrardqjBil 

teTRfits  Diun  uatxai' 
dB^kpiets  ard  tie 
eliiidrBdai  cf  CH^ 
vculd  be  nas  tiiai 

m  1  -twh •Pt];rrv*'i  ly 

&aon  ndnlrg. 

Rrags  allccatiaiB 
to  livesbockvnild 
reioinat  150 /Ofe. 

Ihos  wxQdbe  no 

nDbcrJaad  rPTTFFrt'im use  vdtiiin  the  VGA. 

T»rH-ia1  -Wi  1cVyTTai:aK 

ALtE9JHt±^ 

Ihe  inpacts  vcLild  be 
H-fHH  rial  1y  the  saone 

as  irda:  tiie  ALL- 
WLldajiGEB 
AItQ7Hd.\e. 

ifiipacbs  wxild  be  the 
sanB  as  irdsr  the 
AU-WLktenGEB 
ALUajaLive. 

M.lit.i:'l2Bd ifcLxmLicral  use 
vnild  drrp  atrub  75 
paxHt  tD  sli^Ttly 
mere  than  50  UBb 

par  i^ar. 

Local  Social  and  Ecx>nomic  Oonsiderations 

No  local  social  or  economic  considerations  were  identified  in  the 
Western  Counties  Wilderness  Study  Project  EIS.     Iherefore,  no 
further  discussion  of  this  txpic  will  occur  in  this  document. 

Summary  of  WSA  -  Specific  Public  Oomments 

The  follcwing  is  a  summary  of  cdl  ccBranents  received, 
that  are  known  to  exist  are  noted  in  pcirentheses. 

Inaccuracies 

1.   Inventory  Phase:  Ihose  v*io  ccanmented  questioned  the 
procedures  of  using  roads  to  subdivide  units,  not  treating 
solitude  and  primitive  recreation  synonymously,  and 

^plication  of  "small"  to  various  sized  units.  Soame 
re^xDndents  mentioned  roads  outside  the  inventory  vAiicii  they 
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thcxj^t  disqualified  the  unit  as  wilderness.  Many 
respondents  listed  uses  v^iich  they  preferred  for  this  land. 
These  included  mining,  rockhounding,  land  exchanges,  fire 
cxjntrol,  and  wildlife  management.  The  Pawnee  Mine  and  access 
road  were  frequently  cited  as  conflicting  with  wilderness. 

The  many  ccaranents  on  management  of  the  unit  apply  to  the 
Study  Fhase.  Ccatnments  about  features  outside  the  unit  and  on 
the  si^t  and  sound  doctrine  were  not  used  in  evaluating  the 
unit. 

2.   Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement:  The  Bureau  reo^nmended 
6,190  acres  of  the  WSA  as  suitable  for  wilderness  and  the 
remaining  portion  as  nonsuitable. 

Sixteen  respondents  ccsmmented  on  the  Beauty  Mountain  WSA. 
Twelve  favored  wilderness;  of  these,  ei^t  wanted  the  entire 

WSA  designated  suitable,  vdiile  four  accepted  the  Bureau's 
recommendation.  Five  respondents  opposed  wilderness 
eiltogether,  and  one  requested  that  adequate  arrangements  be 
made  for  management  and  prevention  of  wildfires. 

Three  of  the  individuals  favoring  wilderness  mentioned  the 
three  rare  plants  v\*iich  are  found  in  this  region  (studies 
since  then  have  determined  that  no  rare  plants  are  present  in 
this  WSA) .  Another  stated  that  Beauty  Mountain  would  be  a 

valuable  wilderness  area,  because  low-altitude  ecosystems  cire 
under-r^resented  in  the  NWPS.  One  organization  reccsmmended 
enlarging  the  WSA  by  incorporating  several  surrounding 
inventory  units  and  closing  intervening  roads.  The  area  Wcis 
said  to  provide  outstanding  c^portunities  for  solitude  and 
unoonfined  recreation,  both  of  v*iich  would  be  particularly 
valuable  in  an  area  so  close  to  major  population  centers. 

Opponents  of  wilderness  mentioned  the  impact  this  status 
would  have  on  mineral  exploration  and  development.  They 
preferred  that  the  area  be  left  open  to  these  activities, 
althou^  one  stated  that  wilderness  would  be  acceptable  in 
areas  v*iich  had  been  shewn  to  be  lacking  in  gold  or  strategic 
minercd  resources. 

The  USES  stated  that  wilderness  management  would  be  harmful 

to  two  listed  species,  the  Stepiien's  kangaroo  rat  and  the 
Least  Bell's  vireo  (inventories  since  then  have  determined 
that  no  suitable  habitat  for  either  species  exists  within 
this  WSA) ,  and  also  to  the  gray  fox,  bobcat,  mountain  lion 
and  mule  deer,  since  it  would  not  clLIcw  appropriate  thinning 
and  renewal  of  the  chaparral  habitat.  The  California 
D^)art3nent  of  Forestry  ejq^ressed  concern  that  wilderness 
designation  would  interfere  with  its  plans  and  methods  for 
providing  fire  protection. 
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3.   Supplemental  Draft  Em^ironmental  Impact  Statement  (SDEIS) ; 
The  Bureau  recxxnmended  that  all  of  the  WSA  be  designated 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness.  Primary  reasons  were:  (1)  the 
possible  iirpacts  of  wilderness  on  the  California  D^artmaTt 

of  Forestry's  plans  and  methods  for  providing  fire 
protection;  (2)  increasing  mining  activity  in  the  southern 
part  of  the  unit;  and  (3)  proximity  of  designated  wilderness 

in  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park. 

Of  the  44  responses  received  in  re^xDnse  to  the  SDEIS,  39 
favored  wilderness  for  this  area.  Most  expressed  shock  and 

dismay  at  the  Bureau's  change  of  position  concerning  this 
WSA.  Ei^t  of  the  39  were  willing  to  accept  the  Bureau's 
original  recoanmendation  of  6,190  acres  to  be  designated 
suitable.  Ihe  remaining  31  wanted  suitability 
reccaonmendations  for  the  entire  area. 

Marry  respondents  argued  that  existing  wilderness  management 

policies  allcw  for  fire  control  and  pre-st^pression 
activities,  and,  hence,  this  was  not  an  adequate  reascxi  for 
changing  the  suitability  reccanmendation.  Ihey  also  stated 
that  the  existence  of  wilderness  ei^t  miles  away  in  Anza 
Borrego  Desert  State  Park  did  not  eliminate  the  need  for 

wilderness  at  Beauty  Mountain.  *Ihe  climate  at  Beauty 
Mountain  is  suitable  for  year-round  recreation,  since  it  is 
warmer  than  the  San  Jacinto  Wilderness  and  cooler  than  the 

Anza  Borrego  Wilderness.  Further,  the  coastal  sage  brush 
ecosystem  present  at  Beauty  Mountain  need  additional 
r^resentation  in  the  NWPS.  Also  mentioned  were  the  three 

rare  plants  and  the  State-listed  rare  StejAien's  kangaroo  rat 
which  cire  found  in  the  WSA  (none  of  these  species  are  found 
in  the  WSA) ,  as  well  as  the  need  for  additional  wilderness  in 
this  rapidly  urbanizing  region. 

Ihe  five  exponents  of  wilderness  for  Beauty  Mountain  gave  the 
following  reasons:  a  gem  and  mineral  club  wanted  access  to 
potential  or  existing  mining  claims  and  recreational  mining 

spots;  the  Cleveland  National  Forest  and  an  off-hi^way 
vehicle  organization  supported  the  Bureau's  reconimendatioii 
saying  it  would  provide  the  best  management  for  the  Area;  the 
San  Diego  Association  of  Governments  and  the  Atlantic 
Richfield  Co.  exposed  wilderness  because  of  its  possible 
impact  on  fire  control. 
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SAW  YSmO  MJDNTRIN  WIUEBNE5S  gTUPy  AREA   fWSA) 

(C3V-O6Q-022) 

1.      IHE  SIUDY  AREA 2,125  acres 

Ihe  San  Ysidro  Mcfuntain  WSA  is  lcx:ated  in  northeastern  San  Diego  County, 
about  18  miles  west  of  Borrego  Springs  and  85  miles  northeast  of  San  Diego. 

Ihis  2,125-acre  WSA  consists  entirely  of  public  lands  administered  by  the 
BIM,  although  it  is  surrounded  by  other  ownerships  (see  Map  1  and  Table  1) . 

The  boundary  between  public  lands  and  the  Los  Coyotes  Indian  Reservation 

forms  the  north  WSA  boundary.  On  the  east,  the  VSA  adjoins  Anza-Borrego 
Desert  State  Park  for  three- fourths  of  a  mile,  vdiile  the  south  boundary 
conforms  to  the  boundary  between  public  and  private  lands.  An  indentation  in 

the  WSA's  west  boundary  excludes  Buck  Canyon  with  its  dwellings,  maintained 
road,  and  patented  mining  claims.  The  remaining  mile  of  the  west  boundary 
again  borders  the  los  Coyotes  Indian  Reservation. 

The  study  area  consists  of  the  crest  and  south-facing  slcpe  of  San  Ysidro 
Mountain  overlooking  County  Hi(^way  S22  and  the  unincorporated  ccaramunity  of 
Ranchita.  Elevations  in  the  WSA  range  frcm  3,920  to  6,020  feet.  The  ste^, 
rocky  slcpes  are  covered  with  chaparral,  v^ch  gives  way  to  stands  of  pine 
near  the  summit.  RilAxDns  of  green  mark  the  major  drainages,  v^iose  relatively 
lush  vegetation  includes  sycamore,  willcw,  and  other  deciduous  trees,  with  a 
thick  understory  of  herbaceous  plants.  Althou^  all  streams  are 
intermittent,  pools  of  standing  water  may  still  be  found  in  the  larger  ones 
even  in  late  summer.  Frcan  Hi^way  S22  the  WSA  boundary  can  be  reached  by  two 
iitproved  dirt  roads  that  follcw  these  drainages.  The  road  in  Buck  Canyon 
provides  access  to  the  southwest  edge  of  the  WSA,  v^le  the  Cherry  Canyon 
road  meets  the  southeast  comer. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  202  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FUFMA) .  The  rationale  for  making  this  small,  isolated  parcel 

of  public  land  a  wilderness  study  area  was  that  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State 
Wilderness  Park  was  studying  its  adjacent  land  for  possible  inclusion  into 
the  State  Wilderness  System.  That  study  has  been  conpleted  and  the  State 

lands  are  now  wilderness.  The  WSA  is  within  BLM's  Eastern  San  Diego  County 
Planning  Unit,  for  vAiich  a  management  framework  plan  (MFP)  was  conpleted  in 
1981.  Two  suitability  recanmendations  were  analyzed  in  the  1980  draft 
Environmental  Iirpact  Statement  (EIS)  on  Livestock  Grazing  and  Wilderness 
Management  of  the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit,  and  the  final  EIS 
on  the  Wilderness  Recommendations  for  the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning 
Unit  Section  202  WSAs,  completed  in  1988:  all  wilderness  and  no  wilderness. 

2.   RE0CM1ENDATT0N  AND  RATIONALE 

2,125 

acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 
BIM  acres  recommended  for 
nonwildemess 

No  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  the  San  Ysidro  Mountain  WSA.  This 



reccaranerdation  will  be  iirplemented  in  a  manner  vdiich  will  use  all  practical 
means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental  inpacts.  The  entire  acreage  in  this 
WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness,  and  will  continue  to  be 
managed  in  accordance  with  the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit  MFP. 

Since  this  is  a  broad-based,  general  plan,  not  all  future  management  actions 
can  be  predicted  with  certainty.  Projections  have  been  made  to  allow 
analysis  of  the  effects  of  the  recommendation.  Althou^  the  BIM  is  not 
necessarily  committed  to  all  of  these  actions,  the  following  is  an  outline  of 
reasonably  feasible  activities  v^iich  could  be  expected  to  occur.  Management 
guidelines  will  be  inplemented  using  all  practical  means  to  avoid  or  mitigate 
environmental  impacts. 

Ihe  all-wilderness  reccanmendation  is  environmentally  preferable,  because  it 
would  result  in  the  least  change  to  the  existing  natural  environment  over  the 
long  term.  It  is  not  the  reccanmendation  for  this  VKA,  however,  for  the 
reasons  described  belcw. 

Significant  planned  actions  include  possible  disposal  of  the  WSA  and  adjacent 

lands  in  Buck  Canyon  as  a  single  parcel  to  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park, 
other  State  agencies,  or  a  private  party;  and  construction  of  a  four-mile, 
nonmotorized  recreational  trail  along  the  crest  of  San  Ysidro  Mountain  from 
Buck  Canyon  to  Cherry  Canyon.  Construction  of  the  trail  is  contingent  upon 
sufficient  desmand,  with  a  projected  time  frame  of  the  late  1990s.  If  the 
area  is  disposed  of  after  trail  construction,  public  access  on  the  trail  will 
be  maintained  as  part  of  the  disposal  agreement.  Fire  suppression  will  be 
practiced  in  the  WSA  until  a  resource  area  fire  management  plan  is  completed 
in  1990.  It  is  ejqsected  that  this  plan  will  allow  the  use  of  mechanized 

equipment.  No  new  firebreaks  will  be  constructed.  No  pre-suppression 
activities,  including  prescribed  burning,  will  be  allowed  until  after  the 
fire  management  plan  is  ccarpleted.  Further  mineral  exploration  is  esqpected 

to  lead,  in  the  mid-1990s,  to  two  underground  mining  (^Derations.  Ihese  could 
occur  in  the  NW  quarter  of  Section  11  and  the  SW  quarter  of  Section  2, 
T.llS.,  R.4E.  Present  access  routes  would  be  upgraded  and  approximately  one 
mile  of  new  access  road  would  be  developed,  avoiding  ripjarian  habitat  in 
upper  Buck  Canyon.  Tailings  would  be  stockpiled  at  the  mines;  total 
disturbed  surface  will  be  3.2  acres  for  each  mine.  Ore  will  be  processed 
elsev*iere. 

The  no-^ildemess  recoanimendation  is  based  on  the  following  rationale: 
(1)  the  small  size  and  configuration  of  the  WSA  make  it  inpossible  to  ensure 
preservation  of  wilderness  values  as  defined  by  the  Wilderness  Act;  (2) 
wilderness  values  and  other  resource  values  can  be  maintained  to  the  maximum 

extent  possible  under  the  management  program  outlined  in  the  MFP;  and  (3) 
designation  as  wilderness  would  make  exchange  or  disposal  of  the  parcel 
inpossible  without  Congressional  action.  Wilderness  values  in  the  adjacent 

Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park  Wilderness  will  not  be  inpacted  by  this 
reccanmendation . 

The  WSA's  small  size,  narrow,  elongated  shape,  the  fact  that  it  is 
surrounded  by  other  ownerships,  and  the  uses  on  and  configuration  of  the 
developed  lands  outside  the  WSA  in  Buck  Canyon  threaten  the  continued 
existence  of  wilderness  values.  Solitude  is  primarily  affected,  v*iich  in 



turn  interferes  with  the  quality  of  the  primitive  recreation  experience. 
Sif^ts  and  sounds  emanating  frcm  the  maintained  roads,  residences,  and  mining 
claiits  in  Buck  Canyon  eilready  reduce  the  perc^jtion  of  solitude  over 

approximately  one-fourth  of  the  WSA.  In  addition,  the  stucfy  area's  south 
boundary  is  about  five  miles  long,  and  borders  private  lands  for  its  entire 
length.  Although  the  private  prcYi^rty  immediately  south  of  the  WSA  is 
essentially  undeveloped,  it  is  not  likely  to  remain  so.  Future  developonent 
could  virtually  eliminate  cpportunities  for  solitude  within  the  WSA.  There 
are  approximately  2.5  miles  of  routes  of  travel  including  primitive  ways, 
washes  and  other  unmaintained  routes  of  access  vAiich  will  remain  available 
for  vehicular  use. 

Since  develcpnent  of  surrounding  non-Federal  ownerships  is  likely  to  threaten 
the  area's  wilderness  values,  release  frcm  wilderness  consideration  and 
resunption  of  planned  other  uses  is  deemed  to  be  the  realistic  approach  to 
managing  San  Ysidro  Mountain.  The  management  program  outlined  for  this  WSA 

in  the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  MFP  is  one  of  Icw-intensit/. 

Because  the  San  Ysidro  Mountain  WSA  is  small  and  isolated,  it  is  not  well- 
suited  for  efficient  management  by  BIM.  Ihe  Eastern  San  Diego  County  MFP 
identified  the  study  area  for  possible  disposed,  provided  it  can  be  exchanged 
as  a  single  unit  with  a  private  party  or  the  State  for  land  having  hi^tier 

value  for  BIM  management.  The  MFP  recognized  the  eirea's  resource  values  as 
being  hi^  enoui^  to  favor  retention  by  a  public  agency.  If  San  Ysidro 

Mountain  WSA  is  designated  wilderness,  the  goal  of  eventual  mutually- 
beneficial  disposal  cannot  be  recilized. 
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TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area 
ELM  (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate     (BIM  surface  only) 

Acres 

2,125 0 

Iriholdings 
State 
Private 

Total 
2,125 

Within  the  Recxanmended  Wilderness  Boundary 
BIM 
BLM 

Split  Estate 
Split  Estate 

(within  WSA) 
(outside  WSA) 
(within  WSA) 
(outside  WSA) 

Total  BLM  Land  Recommended  for  Wilderness 

Acres 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Inholdings 
State 
Private 

Within  the  Area  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness 
BLM        (surface  and  subsurface) 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only) 

Total  BLM  Land  Not  Reccsnmended  for  Wilderness 

Acres 

2,125 0 

2,125 

3.   CRITERIA  OONSIDERED  IN  DEVELOPING  THE  WILDERNESS  REOOyiMENDATIONS 

A.  Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness:  Ihe  San  Ysidro  Mountain  WSA  generally  appears  to  have 
been  affected  by  the  forces  of  nature.  Alterations  to  the  naturcil 
landscape  are  limited  to  afproximately  one  mile  of  abandoned  je^ 
trail  in  Cherry  Canyon,  officially  closed  to  motorized  use,  v^ch 
leads  to  about  six  small  abandoned  mining  prospects  near  the  top  of 

the  ridge.  Nearly  the  entire  study  area,  including  all  the  south- 
facing  slcpes  and  portions  of  the  ridgetop,  was  burned  by  wildfire 
on  July  14,  1975.  Althou^  this  particular  fire  originated  frxm 
trash  burning,  wildfires  of  natural  origin  are  a  common  occurrence 



in  the  region.  Vegetative  regeneration  has  progressed  to  the  point 
v*iere  evidencje  of  the  fire  is  not  noticeable  to  the  casual 
observer. 

2.  Solitude:  The  size  of  the  area  and  the  \ases  on  and  configuration  of 
the  developed  lands  outside  the  WSA  in  Buck  Canyon  limit 
opportunities  for  solitude.  Buck  Canyon  contains  mining  claims  and 
associated  small  buildings,  about  nine  residences,  and  an  iitproved 
dirt  road  in  the  canyon  bottom  with  spurs  serving  the  various 
buildings.  Si^ts  and  sounds  emanating  frcra  this  developed  area 

reduce  the  pero^jtion  of  solitude  over  about  one-fourth  of  the  WSA. 
Hcwever,  because  current  visitation  is  lew,  solitude  can  still  be 

readily  found,  particulcurly  out  of  Buck  Car^^on's  immediate 
vicinity.  The  broken  topography  and  vegetation  also  help  screen 
visitors  from  each  other. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  The  area  offers  c^portunities 
for  hiking,  nature  study,  and  hunting  for  mule  deer  and  upland  game. 
Backpacking  cpportunities  within  the  area  itself  are  limited  by  its 
small  size,  but  state  park  wilderness  available  for  backpacking  is 
adjacent  to  the  east.  Current  recreation  use  is  estimated  at  50  to 
100  visitor  use  days  annually.  Principal  activities  are  mule  deer 
and  Inland  game  hunting,  and  hiking.  Target  shooting,  roc]<hounding, 
and  informal  nature  study  also  occur. 

4.  Special  Features:  Within  the  WSA  are  two  plant  species  vdiich  are 
Federal  candidates  for  listing  as  threatened  or  endangered: 

Orcutt's  brodiaea  (Brodiaea  orcuttii)  and  Fairchild's  lily  (Lilium 
fairchildii) .  No  candidate  wildlife  species  are  known  within  the 
WSA.  However,  the  loggerhead  shrike,  considered  sensitive  in  Region 
1  by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  occurs  here. 

B.  Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System 
(NWPS) 

1.  Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 

represented  by  ecosystems:  This  WSA  contains  2,125  acres  of  the 
California  Chaparral/California  OaJwoods  ecosystem.  Wilderness 
designation  of  the  San  Ysidro  Mountain  WSA  would  not  increase  the 
ecological  diversity  of  the  NWPS.  This  ecosystem  is  currently 
represented  by  other,  cireas  in  the  NWPS. 



Table  2  -  Efcosystem  R^resentation 

Bailey-Kjchler 
Classificaticai 
Dcanain/Provinoe/FNV 

California  Chapparal/ 
California  Oakwoods 

California  Chapparal/ 
California  Oalwoods 

NWPS  Areas 
areas  acres 

4      105,301 

CALIFORNIA 

Other  BIM  Studies 
areas  acres 

6   37,601 

105,301 6  37,601 

2. Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  iiaior  pcyailation  centers; 

Ihe  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  seven  major  peculation 
centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  wilderness 

areas  and  other  BLM  stucty  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  these 
population  centers. 

Table  3 

Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents 
of  Major  Peculation  Centers 

Population NWPS areas Other  BIM  Studies 
Centers areas  acres areas acres 

California 

Anaheim-Santa  Ana 25 2,823,534 153 
5,703,616 Bakersfield 32 4,071,358 128 
3,998,548 

Los  Angeles-Long  Beach 27 2,876,234 135 
4,958,751 

Oxnard-Ventura 
23 

2,195,198 85 
2,703,260 

Riverside-San  Bernardino 22 2,031,054 205 
7,658,649 

Santa  Barbara-Santa  Maria- Ixxrpoc 20 1,166,142 35 528,590 
San  Diego 15 1,043,680 100 

3,378,814 

3.  Balancing  the aeocrratiiic distribution  of  wilderness  areas:  The  San 
Ysidro  Mountain  WSA  is  within  50  air  miles  of  ten  BLM  WSAs 

reoanmended  for  wilderness  designation.  Ihe  closest  designated 

wilderness  is  in  the  adjacent  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park.  Less 
than  50  air  miles  away  are  six  other  wilderness  areas:  Agua  Tibia, 
Santa  Rosa,  Pine  Creek,  and  Hauser,  administered  by  the  U.S.  Forest 
Service;  and  Mt.  San  Jacinto  and  Cuyamaca  Mountains  State 
Wilderness  Areas. 



C.  Manageabil  ity 

Ihe  WSA  is  unmanageable  as  wilderness.  Its  size,  the  USGS,  and 
configuration  of  developed  lands  outside  make  it  iropossible  to  ensure 
outstanding  c^portunities  for  either  solitude  or  primitive  and 
uncxDnfined  recreation.  Outside  si^ts  and  sounds  already  limit  solitude 
in  a  significant  portion  of  the  WSA.  Additional  develcpment  of  private 
prcperty  vtiich  borders  directly  on  the  WSA  for  about  five  miles  is 
likely  at  scane  time  in  the  future,  and  would  further  restrict 
c^portunities  for  solitude  and  the  quality  of  the  primitive  recreation 
experience  available  within  this  WSA. 

Military  overflights  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well  as 
the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Enercfy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  Kna^m  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminary 
Suitability  Recommendation:  The  San  Ysidro  Mountain  WSA  is  located 

in  the  BIM  McCain  Valley  Geology-Energy-Mineral  (G-E-M)  Resource 
Area  (GRA) .  GRA  file  data  indicate  the  existence  of  mineral 
occurrences  in  the  WSA.  However,  the  GRA  file  is  much  too  broad  in 
scope  to  classify  this  WSA  for  occurrence  potential. 

2.  Summary  of  Significant  New  Mineral  Resource  Data  Collected  Since  the 
Preliminary  Suitability  Recommendation  Which  Should  be  Considered  in 
the  Final  Decision:  Ihe  1963  California  Division  of  Mines  and 

Geology  (CEMG)  County  Report  3  lists  San  Diego  County  mines  and 
prospects  by  ccanmodity  that  were  known  up  to  1962.  Ihe  report 
indicates  that  the  eastern  area  of  the  WSA  was  mined  in  1915  for 

pink  beryl.  Ihis  area  was  also  mined  for  gold  from  1890  to  1915.  A 
formation  of  marble  (limestone)  extends  into  the  southern  part  of 
the  WSA.  Map  2  illustrates  the  areas  that  have  been  determined  to 
have  a  hi^  potential  for  occurrence  of  these  commodities. 

The  U.S.  Geological  Survey  designated  the  area  that  includes  this 
WSA  as  potentially  valuable  for  geothermal  resources  in  1978. 

The  San  Ysidro  Mountain  WSA  is  included  in  the  Montezuma  mining 
district.  The  WSA  contained  14  unpatented  lode  and  placer  mining 
claims  as  of  December  1987,  concentrated  in  the  southwestern  portion 
of  the  ariea.  Also,  as  of  December  1987  no  mineral  sales  or  leases 
had  been  issued  within  the  WSA.  Ihe  following  table  summarizes  the 
active  mining  claims. 
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T11S 
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Table  4  -  Mining  Claims 

TYPE NTIMRER ACRES 
MlhfING  CLAIM SUITABIE NONSUIT. TOTAL SUITABLE NONSUIT. TOTAL 
Tnde 
Placer 
Mill  Site 

N/A 
N/A 
N/A 

11 
3 
0 

11 
3 
0 

N/A 
N/A 
N/A 

220 

120 
0 

220 
120 

0 
Ttotal N/A 14 14 N/A 340 340 

E.     Iinpacts  on  Resources 

Table  5  -  Ccarparative  Summary  of  the  Iitpacts  by  Alternative 

Iirpact  Tcpic 
Prcposed  Action  (No 
Wilderness/No  Action All  Wilderness-Alternative 

Iirpact  on  Wilderness  Values Minor  to  moderate  negative 
irrpacts  to  naturalness  and 
solitude  will  result  frcan 

two  potential  mining 
operations  and  a 
recreational  trail.  This 
trail  will  have  a  moderate 

positive  iitpact  on 
primitive  recreational 
opportunities.  Mechanized 

fire  suppression  and  pre- 
SL^jpression  will  have  a 

moderate,  but  short-term 
negative  inpact  to 
naturalness,  minor  to 
moderate  localized  negative 
inpacts  to  special  features 
(sensitive  plants) ,  and  a 
minor  inpact  to  solitude. 

Net  effect  would  be  the 

retention  and  long-term 

protection  of  the  area's wilderness  values. 
Elimination  of  mining  and 
use  of  mechanical  equipment 

for  fire  pre-suppression 
activities  would  result  in 

minor  positive  impacts  to 
naturalness.  Iitpacts  to 
other  wilderness  resources 
would  be  negligible 

F.  local  Social  and  Economic  Considerations 

No  loccil  social  or  economic  considerations  were  identified  in 
the  EIS  for  the  Section  202  Wilderness  Recommendations, 
Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit.  Therefore,  no  further 
discussion  of  this  topic  will  occur  in  this  document. 
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G.  Surnmary  of  WSA-Specific  Public  Ccanments 

Public  ccframents  were  solicited  throu^out  all  phases  in  the 
develc^anent  of  the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  MFP.  The 
follcwing  is  a  summary  of  all  comments  received.  lOicwn 
inaccuracies  are  noted  in  parentheses. 

1.  Inventory  Phase:  Some  respondents  agreed  with  the  BLM's 
findings.  They  stated  that  the  area  offers  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  such 
as  hiking.  Other  respondents  mentioned  roads,  mines,  and 
houses  in  Buck  Canyon  v^iich  would  make  that  area 
ineligible  for  wilderness  consideration.  Also  noted  was 
the  fact  that  the  area  would  probably  not  meet  wilderness 

criteria  without  the  adjacent  prcposed  area  in  Anza- 
Borrego  State  Park. 

2.  Study  Phase:  Several  comments  received  during  the 
inventory  piiase  concerned  study  pAiase  considerations. 
Ihey  mentioned  the  need  for  wildlife  protection,  the 
desire  for  public  access  to  Cherry  Canyon  Road,  and  the 
view  that  mineral  ejq)loration  and  development  is  more 
irrportant  than  wilderness. 

3.  Proposed  Livestock  Grazing  and  Wilderness  Manaqement  for 

the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit  -  Draft  EIS: 
During  the  review  of  the  Draft  EIS,  23  letters  were 
received  from  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies, 
organizations,  and  individuals.  Only  three  of  these 
responses  addressed  the  San  Ysidro  WSA.  Two  favored  a 
wilderness  designation  for  this  WSA  but  gave  no  reasons. 
An  oil  conpany  stated  that  the  region  has  potential  for 
geothermal  resources.  Ihey  urged  that  the  potential  be 
carefully  evaluated  throu^out  the  WSA  and  any  promising 
areas  be  exenpted  from  wilderness  designation. 

4.  Management  Framework  Plan  (MFP)  for  Eastern  San  Diego 

County  Planning  Unit  -  Wilderness  Recommendations:  Out  of 
approximately  60  responses  to  the  MFP,  only  two 
specifically  mentioned  the  San  Ysidro  WSA;  one  wanted  a 
wilderness  designation  for  this  unit,  and  the  other  urged 
that  this  WSA  be  transferred  to  the  State  Park  System 
rather  than  being  sold  to  private  owners.  Eleven  other 
respondents,  including  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  San 
Diego  County,  stated  that  they  wanted  wilderness  for  all 
of  the  WSAs  in  the  planning  unit. 

Three  respondents  v*iose  particular  interest  was  four-^vAieel 
drive  recreation,  opposed  all  wilderness  in  this  region. 
One  individual  wanted  this  land  to  be  used  for 

hcanesteading  rather  than  wilderness. 
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San  Felipe  Hills 
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SAW  FELTCTg  TTTTTfi  WJIXSNESS   STOEY  ARBV  fWSA) 

(CA-060-023) 

1.  1HE  glUDY  AREA     5,325  acres 

Ihe  San  Felipe  Hills  WSA  is  located  in  northeastern  San  Diego  County,  about 
18  miles  west  of  Borrego  Springs  and  85  miles  northeast  of  San  Diego.  Ihe 
study  area  is  two  miles  west  of  the  unincorporated  ccanmunity  of  Ranchita,  and 

its  southeast  comer  borders  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park.  Ihis  5,325- 
acre  WSA  consists  entirely  of  public  lands  administered  ly  the  BIM  (see  Map 
1  and  Table  1) . 

Sandwiched  between  County  Hi^iways  S22  and  S2,  the  San  Felipe  Hills  WSA  is  an 
isolated  parcel  of  public  land  entirely  surrounded  by  other  ownerships,  vdiich 

accounts  for  the  WSA's  irregular  shape.  Frcm  the  northwest  comer  of  the  WSA 
near  Barrel  Spring  and  County  Hi^iway  S22,  the  study  area  boundary  follows 
section  lines,  that  form  the  legal  boundary  between  public  and  private  lands, 

east  for  one  and  one-quarter  miles.  Ihen  trending  south  and  east,  the 
boundary  continues  to  conform  to  the  public-private  property  line  for  two  and 
one-half  miles  until  it  meets  a  powerline  at  the  head  of  Grapevine  Canyon. 
Follcwing  the  pcwerline  approximately  one  and  one-half  miles  southeast  down 
the  canyon,  the  study  area  excludes  about  60  acres  of  public  land  located 

north  of  the  pcwerline.  Then  once  again  conforming  to  the  irregular  public- 
private  prcperty  line,  the  WSA  boundary  winds  for  four  and  one-quartier  miles 
to  the  edge  of  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park,  follcwing  the  state  park 
boundary  due  south  for  one  and  three-quarter  miles.  At  the  WSA's  southeast 
comer,  the  boundary  again  meets  private  property  fronting  on  County  Hi^way 
S2.  The  WSA  boundary  then  runs  west  and  north  along  the  property  lines, 

generally  paralleling  the  highway  for  six  and  three-quarter  miles,  until  it 
heads  due  north  for  one  and  three-quarter  miles  back  to  the  northwest  comer. 

The  WSA  is  a  northwest-  to  southeast-trending  ridge,  six  and  one-half  miles 
long  and  one-half  to  one  and  one-half  miles  wide.  The  terrain  consists  of 
rolling  hills  that  rise  steeply  from  the  surrounding  valleys.  Elevations 
range  from  2,800  to  4,660  feet.  Ihe  hills  are  covered  with  dense,  scrubby 
chaparral,  with  small  clusters  of  live  oak  and  scrub  oak  on  the  lower  slcpes. 
A  portion  of  the  Pacific  Crest  National  Scenic  Trail  passes  throu^  the  stuc^ 
area. 

Ihe  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 

Management  Act  (FLFMA) .  The  WSA  is  within  BLM's  Eastern  San  Diego  County 
Planning  Unit,  for  v^iich  a  management  framework  plan  (MFP)  was  ccaipleted  in 
1981.  Various  suitability  reccartiraendations  were  analyzed  in  the  draft  and 
final  Environmental  Impact  Statements  (EISs) ,  on  the  Wilderness 
Recoraraendations  for  the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit,  ccaipleted  in 
1986.  Two  different  suitability  reccanmendations  were  analyzed  in  the  EISs: 
all  wilderness  and  no  wilderness. 



2.   REO0MME^fDAnQN  AND  RATIONAIE 

5,325 

acrres  reccanmended  for 
wilderness 
ELM  acres  recommended  for 
nonwildemess 

No  wilderness  is  the  recommendation  for  the  San  Felipe  Hills  WSA.  The  entire 
acreage  in  this  WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  Ihis 
recommendation  will  be  iirplemented  in  a  manner  v^ch  will  use  all  practical 
means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental  inpacts. 

The  all-wilderness  recommendation  is  environmentally  preferable,  because  it 
would  result  in  the  least  change  to  the  existing  natural  environment  over  the 
long  term.  It  is  not  the  recommendation  for  this  WSA,  however,  for  the 
reasons  described  belcw. 

Ihe  WSA  will  continue  to  be  managed  in  accordance  with  the  1981  Eastern  San 

Diego  County  MFP,  as  amended.  Since  this  is  a  broad-based,  general  plan,  not 
all  future  management  actions  can  be  predicted  with  certainty.  Projections 
have  been  made  to  allcw  analysis  of  the  effects  of  the  recommendation. 
Althou^  the  ELM  is  not  necessarily  committed  to  all  of  these  actions,  the 
following  is  an  outline  of  reasonably  feasible  activities  vdiich  could  be 
expected  to  occur.  Recreation  management  actions  will  be  directed  tcward 
enhancing  nonmotorized  recreation  opportunities  on  the  Pacific  Crest  National 

Scenic  Trail,  vMch  runs  the  length  of  the  WSA.  With  the  exception  of  one- 
quarter  mile  of  je^  trail,  all  vehicle  routes  have  been  and  will  remain 
closed  to  motorized  use.  Existing  levels  of  grazing  in  the  San  Felipe 
Allotment  will  continue.  There  are  ajproximately  four  miles  of  routes  of 
travel  including  primitive  ways,  washes  and  other  unmaintained  routes  of 
access  vdiich  will  remain  available  for  vehicular  use. 

Ihe  addition  of  the  San  Felipe  Hills  to  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
System  (NWPS)  would  not  add  to  the  diversity  or  uniqueness  of  the  system,  nor 
would  it  add  significantly  to  the  wilderness  recreation  opportunities 
available  in  the  region.  These  factors,  combined  with  the  fact  that  this  WSA 
has  only  marginal  wilderness  values,  led  to  the  nonwildemess  reccramendation. 

The  landform  and  ecosystem  exhibited  by  the  San  Felipe  Hills  are  already  well 
represented  in  other  areas  identified  for  wilderness  preservation.  Three 
nearby  WSAs,  Sawtooth  Mountains  B,  20  air  miles  southeast;  Carrizo  Gorge,  30 
air  miles  southeast;  and  Santa  Rosa  Mountains,  25  air  miles  northeast, 
contain  a  conbined  total  of  over  97,000  acres  v^iich  BIM  is  recommending  for 
wilderness  designation.  All  are  mountainous,  and  all  contain  exairples  of  the 
same  type  of  chaparral  ecosystem  found  in  the  San  Felipe  Hills.  In 

addition,  there  is  similar  State-designated  wilderness  in  the  adjacent  Anza- 
Borrego  Desert  State  Park. 

The  naturalness  and  ojportunities  for  solitude  within  this  WSA  only 
minimally  meet  the  criteria  defined  in  Section  2(c)  of  the  Wilderness  Act. 
Because  the  study  area  is  narrow,  and  exists  as  an  isolated  ridge  of  public 
land  nearly  surrounded  by  private  property  containing  developments,  it  is 
difficult  to  escape  the  si^ts  and  sounds  of  civilization.  These  outside 
si^ts  and  sounds  detract  from  the  sense  of  solitude  and  remoteness  to  be 



ejqjerienced  within  the  area.  Considering  the  small  size  of  the  area,  human 
alterations  to  naturalness  are  relatively  concentrated.  Althou^  the  San 
Felipe  Hills  VBA  is  still  predominantly  natural,  it  could  hardly  be  called 

pristine. 

TABIE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 
BIM  (surface  and  subsurface)  5,325 
Split  Estate     (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Total  5,325 

Within  the  Recomroended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 
BIM           (within  WSA)  0 
BIM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness 

Within  the  Area  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BIM         (surface  and  subsurface)  5,325 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness        5,325 
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3.   CRITERIA  OONSIDERED  IN  DEVELOPING  THE  WIIDERNESS  REOOMMENDATTONS 

A.  Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness:  Ihe  San  Felipe  Hills  WSA  generally  appears  to  have 
been  affected  by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  human  influences 
unnoticeable  for  the  most  part.  Human  inprints  in  the  area  consist 
of  about  ten  miles  of  fire  breaks  and  primitive  ways,  three  miles  of 
maintained  range  fencing,  two  miles  of  abandoned  range  fencing,  a 
livestock  water  tank  and  trou^,  and  two  abandoned  ^ring 
developments,  each  consisting  of  a  battered  trough  and  several 
hundred  feet  of  broken  pipe.  In  addition,  the  WSA  contains  11.8 
miles  of  the  Pacific  Crest  National  Scenic  Trail  winding  along  the 
ridgetcp.  Human  alterations  to  the  natural  environment  are  visible 
frcan  many  parts  of  the  WSA.  These  intrusions,  the  elongated  shape 
of  the  unit,  and  the  presence  of  a  powerline  forming  the 
northeastern  boundary,  ccanbine  to  create  a  diminished  sense  of 
naturalness  to  the  c±>server. 

2.  Solitude:  Ihe  area's  tcpograp^ic  variation,  low  visitation,  and  the 
dense  vegetation  combine  to  allow  airple  opportunities  for  solitude, 

despite  the  area's  small  size.  Hovever,  because  of  the  area's  small 
size  it  is  difficult  to  escape  outside  si(^ts  and  sounds,  V\hich 
reduce  the  feeling  of  remoteness. 

This  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  tenporary  effects  on  solitude  v*iich 
are  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  The  area  offers  good 
c^portunities  for  primitive  or  unconfined  types  of  recreation.  Ihe 
Pacific  Crest  National  Scenic  Trail  enhances  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  along  the  crest  of  the  San  Felipe  Hills, 
althou<^  these  opportunities  are  limited  by  the  lack  of  pxDtable 
water  sources.  This  pjortion  of  the  trail,  caipleted  in  1985, 

currently  receives  an  estimated  250  visitor-use  days  per  year.  Use 
is  exp)ected  to  increase  to  approximately  1,500  visitor-use  days  per 
year  by  1988  vrtien  connecting  trail  segments  outside  the  WSA  are 

ccsipleted  and  throu<^-traffic  is  routed  via  the  San  Felipe  Hills. 
Currently,  trail  use  is  centered  primarily  around  day  hiking  and 
riding,  si^tseeing,  and  rockhounding.  Backpacking  and  horse 
packing  will  account  for  a  major  portion  of  the  increase  in  use 
expected  following  ccaipletion  of  the  connection  with  the  rest  of  the 
Pacific  Crest  National  Scenic  Trail.  At  present,  the  San  Felipe 
Hills  form  part  of  a  trail  segment  nearly  30  miles  long  v^ich  is 
without  a  potable  water  source. 



4.  Special  Features:  An  11.8-inile,  fully  constructed  segment  of  the 
Pacific  crest  National  Scenic  Trail  is  within  the  San  Felipe  Hills 

WSA.  Open  to  non-motorized  use  only,  this  Congressionally- 
designated  national  scenic  trail  follcws  the  crests  of  the  west 
coast  mountains  from  Canada  to  Mexico. 

B.  Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  (NWPS) 

1.  Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 

represented  by  ecosystems;  This  WSA  contains  5,325  acres  of  the 
California  Ch^)arral/Califomia  Oalcwoods  ecosystem.  Wilderness 
designation  of  the  San  Felipe  Hills  WSA  would  not  increase  the 
ecological  diversity  of  the  NWPS. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  Representation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas     Other  BIM  Studies 
Dcgnain/Province/FNV  areas  acres      areas  acres 

NATIONWIDE 

California  Chaparral/ 
California  Oakwoods  4     105,301       6   34,401 

CAIJFORNIA 

California  Chaparral/ 
California  Oataraods  4     105,301       6  34,401 

2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population  centers; 

The  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  seven  major  peculation 
centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  wilderness 

areas  and  other  BLM  study  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  these 
population  centers. 



Table  3  -  Wilderness  OppDrtunities  for  Residents  of  Major  Pcpulation  Centers 

Population NWPS areas Other  BIM  Studies 
Centers cireas  acres areas acres 

California 

Anaheim-Santa  Ana 25 
2,823,534 

153 
5,703,616 

Bakersfield 
32 

4,071,358 128 
3,998,548 

Los  Angeles-Long  Beach 27 2,876,234 135 
4,958,751 

Oxnard-Ventura 
23 2,195,198 85 

2,703,260 
Riverside-San  Bernardino 22 2,031,054 205 

7,658,649 
Santa  Barbara-Santa  Maria- Lonpoc 20 1,166,142 

35 
528,590 

San  Diego 15 
1,043,680 

100 
3,378,814 

3.  Balancincf  the !  qeoqrar^iic distribution  of  wilderness  areas The  San 

Felipe  Hills  WSA  is  within  50  air  miles  of  10  ELM  WSAs  recomraended 
for  wilderness  designation.  The  closest  designated  wilderness  is  in 

the  adjacent  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park.  Lsss  than  50  air  miles 
away  are  six  other  wilderness  areas:  Agua  Tibia,  Santa  Rosa,  Pine 
Creek,  and  Hauser,  administered  by  the  U.S.  Forest  Service;  and  Mt. 
San  Jacinto  and  Cuyamaca  Mountains  State  Wilderness  Areas. 

C.  Manaqeabil  itv 

The  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  Almost  all  of  its  primitive  ways 
are  alreac^  closed  to  vehicles,  and  the  rou^  terrain  precludes 
indiscriminate  vehicular  trespass. 
The  established  grazing  use  v*iich  occurs  in  the  WSA  could  continue  under 
wilderness  designation. 

Military  overflii^ts  in  this  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well  as 
the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  Khcvffi  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminary 
Suitability  Reccanmendation:  The  San  Felipe  Hills  WSA  is  located  in 

the  McCain  Valley  Geology-Energy-Mineral  (G-E-W)  Resource  Area 
(GRA) .  BIM  pr^>ared  a  McCain  Valley  GRA  Report  in  1980;  however, 
that  r^»rt  was  for  the  entire  area  and  was  not  specific  to  this 
WSA.  The  r^xDrt  indicates  a  moderate  potential  for  the  occurrence 

of  tungsten  in  the  east-central  portion  of  the  WSA  (See  Map  2) . 
Prospects  for  tungsten  were  found  in  r^lacement  deposits  within 
schist  rock  and  ne^r  contacts  with  quartz  diorite.  These  d^xDsits 
were  developed  in  the  early  1950s.  Althou<^  moderate  potential  for 
the  occurrence  of  tungsten  was  ackncwledged,  the  potential  for 
develcpnent  was  considered  very  lew  at  the  time  of  the  wilderness 
recommendation  process.  No  other  mineral  resources  potentials  were 
kncwn.   (The  McCain  Valley  GRA  Report  is  a  BIM  administrative  r^»rt 

available  in  the  California  Desert  District  G-E-M  resource  files) . 
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2.  Summary  of  Significant  New  Mineral  Resouroe  Data  Collected  Since  the 

Preliminary  Suitability  Reccgmnendation  Which  Should  be  Considered  in 
the  Final  Decision:  No  U.S.  Geological  Survey  and  U.S.  Bureau  of 
Mines  mineral  surveys  were  conducted  for  the  WSA  since  it  is 
reocsranended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

The  1963  California  Diyision  of  Mines  and  Geology  (CDMS)  County 
Report  3  shews  mining  prospects  for  tungsten  in  the  eastern  part  of 

the  WSA,  v*iich  sufports  BLM's  determination  of  moderate  tungsten 
potent icLL.  In  addition,  the  r^xDrt  shews  two  gold  prospects 
associated  with  the  tungsten  prospects,  and  one  occurrence  of 
phosfiiates  in  an  apatite  dike  in  crystalline  limestone.  South  of 
the  WSA,  over  $1  million  in  gold  was  mined  frtan  underground  mines 
during  the  period  1857  throu^  1937  in  the  Montezuma  gold  mining 
district.  Similar  geology  to  this  mining  district  extends  into  the 
WSA.  Hewever,  the  WSA  cannot  be  classified  for  the  occurrence  of 
gold  due  to  lack  of  sufficient  data. 

According  to  ELM  records,  as  of  December  1987,  there  were  no 
unpatented  mining  claims,  mineral  sales  or  mineral  leases  within  the 
San  Felipe  Hills  WSA. 

E.  Impacts  on  Resources 

Table  4  -  Ccnparative  Summary  of  the  Iirpacts  by  Alternative 

Issue  Topic 

Impact  on  Wilderness  Vcdues 

Prcposed  Action  (No- 
Wildemess/No  Action) 

Development  of  two  water 
sources  and  ccarpletion  of 
the  Pacific  Crest  Nationcil 
Scenic  Trail  outside  the 

WSA  will  increase  visitor- 
use  from  250  visitor-use 
days  annually  to  1,500 
visitor-use  days, 
moderately  benefiting 
primitive  and  unconf ined 
recreation,  but  slightly 

inpairing  the  area's naturalness  and  solitude. 

Fire  si;5pression  will  have 

a  moderate,  short-term 
negative  irrpact  on 
wilderness  values  if 

mechanized  equipment  is 
used,  but  inpacts  will  be 

reduced  by  post-si?pression 
reclamation  (harrcwing  and 
hand-seeding) . 

All-Wilderness  Alternative 

Inpacts  on  wilderness 
values  are  the  same  as 
those  described  in  the 

Prcposed  Action;  hewever, 
mechanized  fire  fitting 

equipment  will  be 
restricted,  thereby 

reducing  any  surface 
disturbance  associated  with 

this  activity  and  resultant 
adverse  iiipacts  to  the 
area's  wilderness  values. 



F.  Local  Social  and  Ecoronic  Considerations 

No  local  socicLL  or  eooncanic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  EIS 

for  the  Wilderness  Recommendations,  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning 
Unit.  Iherefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  tcpic  will  occur  in  this 
document. 

G.  Summary  of  VKA-Specific  Public  Comments 

Public  comments  were  solicited  throui^out  all  fiiases  in  the  develc^xnent 
of  the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  MFP.  The  follcwing  is  a  summary  of  all 
ccKiments  received.  Known  inaccuracies  cire  noted  in  parentheses. 

1.  Inventory  Phase:  Most  comments  were  in  agreement  with  the  BLM's 
findings.  Respondents  noted  the  values  of  the  unit  and  its 
(Importunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation  such  as  hiking. 
Others  mentioned  roads,  radio  tcwers,  ranches  and  homes  just  outside 
the  WSA  v^iich  they  thought  interfered  with  wilderness.  Other 
ccanments  addressed  study  0iase  considerations. 

2.  Study  Phase:  Several  comments  received  during  the  inventory  0iase 
concerned  stuc^  pAiase  considerations.  They  mentioned  the  valuable 
minerals  and  rare  earths  believed  to  be  located  within  the  unit. 

Rockhounders  wanted  vehicle  access  to  their  favorite  collecting 
sites. 

3.  Proposed  Livestock  Grazing  and  Wilderness  Management  for  the  Eastern 

San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit  -  Draft  EIS:  The  proposed  action 
reccmmended  that  this  WSA  be  designated  non-suitable  for  wilderness, 
the  rationale  was  that  it  is  bisected  by  old  firebreaks,  and 

rehabilitation  may  not  be  effective.  In  addition,  the  WSA's  visual 
resources  are  poor. 

During  the  review  of  the  Draft  EIS,  23  letters  were  received  from 
Federal,  State  and  local  agencies,  organizations  and  individuals. 
Only  three  of  these  responses  addressed  the  San  Felipe  Hills  WSA. 
Two  favored  a  wilderness  designation  for  the  unit.  Ihe  Sierra  Club, 
San  Diego  Chapter,  wanted  the  decision  on  wilderness  status  deferred 
until  about  2001  and  the  area  managed  in  eis  close  to  wilderness 
conditions  as  possible.  This  would  allcw  healing  of  the  old 
firebreak  scars  and  perhaps,  changes  in  other  factors,  such  as 
available  wanpcMer,   so  that  effective  wilderness  management  would  be 

possible. 

Ihe  third  respondent,  an  oil  coeoopany,  stated  that  the  region  has 
potential  for  geothermal  resources.  Ihey  urged  that  the  potential 
be  carefully  evaluated  throu^out  the  WSA  and  any  promising  areas  be 
exerrpted  frcam  wilderness  designation. 



4.  Management  Framework  Plan  (MFP)  for  Eastern  San  Diecfo  County 

Planning  Unit  -  Wilderness  Reccanmendations;  The  suitability 
reccxnmendation  for  the  San  Felipe  Hills  WSA  was  the  saine  as  that 
described  above  for  the  Draft  EIS  on  wilderness  management.  The 
entire  unit  was  reccxnmended  nonsuitable. 

exit  of  ̂ proximately  60  responses  to  the  MFP,  none  specifically 
mentioned  the  San  Felipe  Hills  WSA.  However,  eleven  respondents, 
including  the  Board  of  St^jervisors  of  San  Diego  County,  stated  that 
they  wanted  wilderness  for  all  of  the  WSAs  in  the  planning  unit. 

Ihree  respondents  v*iose  particular  interest  was  four-i»/heel  drive 
recreation,  exposed  all  wilderness  in  this  region.  One  individual 
wanted  this  land  to  be  used  for  hcaiesteading  rather  than  wilderness. 
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1.   THE  STUDY  AREA  — -  3,883  acres 

Ihe  Sawtooth  Mountains  A  V^A  is  located  in  east-central  San  Diego  County, 
about  35  miles  south  of  Borrego  Springs  and  95  miles  east  of  San  Diego.  Ihis 
WSA  consists  entirely  of  public  lands  administered  by  the  BIM  (see  Map  1  and 
Table  1) .  It  is  separated  fron  the  much  larger,  Sawtooth  Mountains  B  WSA 

(CA-060-024B) ,  vAiich  is  reccanmended  for  wilderness  designation,  by  a  one-lane 
dirt  road  and  a  private  ranch  in  Storm  Canyon. 

Ihe  north  WSA  boundary  traces  the  boundary  between  public  and  private  lands. 
The  public  land  in  this  area  cotiprises  only  portions  of  sections,  creating  an 

irregular,  stair-st^  shape  for  the  north  side  of  the  VISA.     At  the  northeast 
comer  near  CtJunty  Hi^iway  S2,  the  east  WSA  boundary  cuts  off  an  approximate 

80-acre  parcel  of  public  land  lacking  wilderness  characteristics,  and  then 
once  again  follows  the  public-private  land  boundary  to  a  location  just  south 
of  Troutman  Mountain.  Here  the  Storm  Canyon  road  becomes  the  boundary, 
separating  Sawtooth  Mountains  A  from  Sawtooth  Mountains  B.  Near  the  head  of 
Storm  Canyon,  the  boundary  leaves  the  road  to  skirt  private  prcperty 
containing  a  ranch.  The  remaining  mile  of  the  south  boundary  on  the  flanks 

of  Garnet  Peak  adjoins  the  Cleveland  National  Forest.  The  mile-long  west  WSA 
boundary  adjoins  an  isolated  portion  of  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park. 

The  WSA  is  situated  between  County  Hi^ways  SI  and  S2  at  a  location  v^ere  the 
two  hi^ways  are  only  five  miles  apart,  yet  there  is  no  public  vehicular 
access  frcm  either  hi^way.  Hi^way  S2  passes  within  a  quarter  mile  of  the 

area's  northeast  comer.  Although  the  Storm  Canyon  road  forming  part  of  the 
WSA's  east  bDundary  connects  with  the  highway,  it  is  a  private  road  protected 
by  a  locked  gate,  not  available  for  use  by  the  general  public.   Sawtooth 
Mountains  A  VKA  includes  parts  of  two  grazing  allotments,  Vallecitos  and 
Oriflamme. 

About  75%  of  the  WSA  is  a  steep  ridge  running  northeast  to  southwest;  the 
remaining  25%  is  cilluvial  valley.  Elevations  range  from  1,760  to  5,360  feet. 
Desert  scrub  covers  the  valley  floor  and  the  lower  portion  of  the  ridge,  with 

chaparral  appearing  at  about  2,800  feet  on  scane  of  the  north- facing  slqpes. 
The  hi(^er  elevations  are  conpletely  covered  with  dense  chaparral.  A  spring 
near  the  north  edge  of  the  WSA  is  the  only  known  permanent  water  source. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  202  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 

Management  Act  (FLFMA) .  The  WSA  is  within  BIM's  Eastern  San  Diego  County 
Planning  Unit,  for  vtiich  a  management  framework  plan  (MFP)  was  conpleted  in 
1981.  Two  suitability  reccanmendations  were  analyzed  in  the  1980  draft  EIS  on 
Livestock  Grazing  and  Wilderness  Management  of  the  Eastern  San  Diego  County 
Planning  Unit,  and  the  final  EIS  on  the  Wilderness  Recommendations  for  the 
Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit  Section  202  WSAs,  ccarpleted  in  1988: 
all  wilderness  and  no  wilderness. 



2.      REOCMffiNDATK^  AND  RATIONAIE 

3,883 

acxes  reccammended  for 
wilderness 
acres  reccatimended  for 
nonwildemess 

No  wilderness  is  the  reoammendation  for  this  WSA.  The  entire  acreage  in  this 
WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  This  recoinmendation  will  be 

inplemented  in  a  manner  vAiich  will  use  all  practical  means  to  avoid  or 
minimize  environmental  inpacts. 

All  wilderness  is  the  environmentally  preferable  alternative.  This  is 
because  it  will  result  in  the  least  change  frcm  the  existing  natural 
environment  over  the  long  term.  It  is  not  the  recommendation  for  this  WSA, 
however,  for  the  reasons  described  belcw. 

The  Sawtooth  Mountains  A  VKA  will  continue  to  be  managed  in  accordance  with 
the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit  MFP,  as  amended.  Since  this  is  a 

broad-based,  general  plan,  not  all  future  management  actions  can  be  predicted 
with  certainty.  Projections  have  been  made  to  allow  analysis  of  the  effects 
of  the  reccsnmendation.  Although  the  BIM  is  not  necessarily  committed  to  cill 
of  these  actions,  the  following  is  an  outline  of  reasonably  feasible 
activities  v^dch  could  be  expected  to  occur.  Mineral  exploration  is 

expected  to  lead  to  the  developsnent  in  the  mid-1990s  of  one  small 
underground  mining  cperation  in  T.  5  E. ,  R.  14  S.,  section  13.  Less  than 
one-half  mile  of  new  road  would  be  constructed  and  one  acre  would  be  used  for 
tailings.  Ore  processing  would  occur  outside  the  VISA,     No  routes  of  travel 
have  been  identified  within  the  WSA. 

The  no  wilderness  reccanmendation  is  based  on  the  following  rationale:   (1) 
the  relecise  of  adjacent  National  Forest  lands  frcan  wilderness  consideration 
makes  a  combined  area  of  over  5,000  acres  irrpossible,  (2)  current  management 

has  proven  effective  in  maintaining  the  area's  existing  resources,  (3)  the 
VBA  may  be  unmanageable  as  wilderness  because  of  the  likelihood  of 
intrusions  on  wildexness  values  frcan  adjacent  private  lands,  and  (4)  the 
wilderness  values  of  the  area  are  not  considered  outstanding. 

Sawtooth  Mountains  A  was  made  a  wilderness  study  area  because  it  is 
contiguous  with  1,600  acres  of  Cleveland  National  Forest  (USES)  lands  v*iich 
were  thou^t  to  have  potential  wilderness  values  during  the  BLM  inventory. 

The  1,600-acre  USES  parcel  could  have  linked  BIM's  Sawtooth  Mountains  A  and 
Sawtooth  Mountains  B  WSAs,  vAiich  are  otherwise  separated  by  a  road  and 

private  lands.  The  USES  studied  the  1,600-acre  parcel  and  recommended  it 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation  in  the  draft  Environmental  Iitpact 
Statement  (EIS)  for  the  Cleveland  National  Forest  Plan.  Before  the  final  EIS 

for  the  Forest  Plan  was  ccarpleted,  the  1,600-acre  parcel  was  released  from 
further  wilderness  study  by  the  California  Wilderness  Act  of  1984. 

The  WSA's  small  acreage  ocmpared  with  its  relatively  lengthy,  ten-mile 
boundary  with  private  lands  would  make  it  irrpossible  to  ensure  outstanding 
(importunities  for  either  solitude  or  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation, 
further  development  of  the  private  property  occurs,  si^ts  and  sounds  from 

that  area,  with  its  finger-like  intrusions  into  the  north  side  of  the  WSA, 
would  reduce  the  WSA's  wilderness  values. 

If 
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TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 
BIM  (surface  and  subsurface)  3,883 
Split  Estate     (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Total  3,883 

Within  the  Recommended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 
BIM           (within  WSA)  0 
BIM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Recconmended  for  Wilderness  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BIM        (surface  and  subsurface)  3,883 
Split  Estate  (BIM  surface  only)  0 

Total  BIM  Land  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness       3,883 

3.   CRITERIA  OONSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WIIDERNESS  RECOMMENDATIONS 

A.  Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness:  The  Sawtooth  Mountains  A  WSA  ajpears  to  have  been 
affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  esdiibiting  almost  no 
evidence  of  human  activity  in  its  interior.  There  is  a  livestock 
grazing  inprovement  consisting  of  one  mile  of  pipeline  with  a 
trou^.  A  narrow  dirt  road  providing  access  to  private  prcperty  in 
Storm  Canyon  forms  about  two  miles  of  the  east  boundary.  Fence 
lines  form  the  VSA  boundary  in  several  locations  vAiere  the  stuc^ 
area  abuts  private  property . 



2.  Solitude:  Althou^  the  area  is  small,  c^portunities  for  solitude 
are  aiiple  because  of  very  lew  visitation  and  the  screening  effect  of 
rugged  tc^xDgraphy. 

Ihis  WSA  is  periodiccilly  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taJcing  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  Ihe  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  tenporary  effects  on  solitude  viiich 
are  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  Haiipered  soraev\diat  by  limited 
legal  access,  the  WSA  offers  opportunities  for  hiking,  hunting  for 
mule  deer  and  inland  game,  and  general  nature  study.  Backpacking 
c^portunities  within  the  area  itself  are  restricted  by  its  small 
size,  but  backpackers  need  only  walk  across  a  dirt  road  to  include 
portions  of  the  much  larger  Sawtooth  Mountains  B  WSA  in  their  trip. 

No  formal  hiking  trails  exist,  so  all  hiking  is  cross-country.  It 
is  possible  to  hike  onto  the  National  Forest  and  intercept  the 

Pacific  Crest  National  Scenic  Trail  about  one-quarter  mile  frcm  the 
southwest  comer  of  the  WSA. 

4.  Special  Features;  One  spring  is  found  at  the  northern  extreme  of 

the  VKA,  about  one-half  mile  south  of  Hi^way  S2.  Flow  from  the 
spring  is  relatively  minor,  normally  not  exceeding  one  gallon  per 
minute. 

Two  plant  species  of  special  concern  occur  in  the  WSA.  Mount  Laguna 
eilumroot  (Heuchera  brevistaminea )  is  under  status  review  by  the  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (US  F&WS)  for  possible  listing  as 
threatened  or  endangered.  Ayenia  ccarpacta  is  listed  by  the 
California  Native  Plant  Society  as  endangered  in  California  but  more 
caramon  elsevvtiere. 

The  San  Diego  coast  homed  lizard,  under  status  review  by  USF&WS, 
occurs  within  the  WSA  on  granitic  outcrops.  The  spotted  bat,  also 
under  status  review  by  USF&WS,  is  suspected  to  occur  here  but  its 
presence  has  not  been  confirmed.  The  WSA  is  historic  habitat  for 
the  peninsular  bi(^om  sheep,  listed  as  rare  by  the  State  of 
Ccilifomia  and  currently  under  status  review  by  USF&WS.  The  area  is 
prdDably  used  transiently  by  bi^om  at  the  present  time.  The  WSA 
is  part  of  a  larger  area  vtiich  BIM  and  the  California  Department  of 
Fish  and  Game  (CDPG)  have  targeted  for  the  reintroduction  of 
peninsular  bi^om  sheep,  although  no  active  management  efforts  are 
planned  inside  the  study  area.  The  USF&WS  considers  the  loggerhead 
shrike  sensitive  in  Region  1.  Ihe  willow  flycatcher  is  also  a 
USF&WS  sensitive  species  and  a  species  of  special  concern  to  the 

CDPG.  The  former  occurs  year-long  in  the  WSA,  v*iile  the  latter  is  a 
summer  resident. 



B.  Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  (NWPS) 

1.  Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  by  ecosystems:  Ihis  WSA  cx>ntains  3,883  acres  of  the 
California  Chaparral/California  Oakwoods  ecosystem.  Wilderness 
designation  of  the  Sawtooth  Mountains  A  WSA  would  not  increase  the 
ecological  diversity  of  the  NWPS. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  Representation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas     Other  BIM  Studies 

Dcgnain/Province/FNV   areas  acres   areas  acres 

NATTCa^WIDE 

California  CJiaparral/ 
California  Oalcwoods  4    105,301       6   35,843 

CAUFORNIA 

California  Chaparral/ 
California  Oakwoods  4    105,301       6   35,843 

2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population  centers; 

The  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  five  major  population 
centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  wilderness 

cireas  and  other  BUM  study  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  these 
peculation  centers. 

Table  3 
Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents 

of  Major  Peculation  Centers 

Peculation               NWPS  areas     Other  BLM  Studies 
Centers   areas  acres      areas  acres 

California 

Anaheim-Santa  Ana 25 
2,823,534 

153 
5,703,616 

Los  Angeles-Long  Beach 27 
2,876,234 

135 
4,958,751 

Oxnard-Ventura 23 2,195,198 85 
2,703,260 

Riverside-San  Bernardino 22 2,031,054 205 7,658,649 
San  Diego 15 1,043,680 100 3,378,814 

3.  Balancing  the  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  areas:  Ihe 
Sawtooth  Mountains  A  WSA  is  within  50  air  miles  of  seven  BIM  WSAs 

recommended  for  wilderness  designation,  including  the  adjacent 
Sawtooth  Mountains  B  WSA.  Ihe  closest  designated  wilderness  is  in 



Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park.  Less  than  50  air  miles  away  are 
five  other  wilderness  areas:  Agua  Tibia,  Santa  Rosa,  Pine  Creek, 
and  Hauser,  administered  by  the  U.S.  Forest  Service;  and  Cuyamaca 
Mountains  State  Wilderness  Area. 

C.  Manageabil itv 

The  WSA  may  not  be  manageable  as  wilderness.  Its  small  acreage  compared 

with  its  relatively  lengthy,  ten-mile  boundary  with  private  lands  would 
make  it  impossible  to  ensure  future  outstaMing  opportunities  for  either 
solitude  or  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation.  If  further  develcpnent 

occurs,  si<^ts  and  sounds  fran  the  private  prcperty,  with  its  finger- 
like intrusions  into  the  north  side  of  the  WSA,  would  reduce  the  WSA's 

wilderness  values.  Althou^  the  private  prcperty  presently  contains  few 
iirproveraents,  it  is  conceivable  that  wilderness  designation  could  spur 
accelerated  develcpnent  of  much  of  the  private  prcperty. 

The  two  grazing  allotments  vAiich  exist  within  the  WSA  are  not  expected 
to  create  any  manageability  prctolems  if  this  area  were  designated 
wilderness. 

D.  Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  KhcMi  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminary 
Suitability  Reccmmendation;  The  Sawtooth  Mountains  A  WSA  lies 

within  the  BIM  Vallecito  Mountains  Geology-Energy-Mineral  (G-E-M) 
Resource  Area  (GRA) .  There  were  no  mining  claims  located  in  the  VISA 
in  1980.  The  1980  GRA  R^XDrt  indicates  that  mineral  resource 
information  on  the  WSA  was  insufficient  to  determine  the  mineral 

potential  classification  of  the  WSA. 

Weber  (1963,  Geology  and  mineral  resources  of  San  Diego  County , 
Califomiap  California  Division  of  Mines  and  Geology,  County  R^xDrt 
3)  lists,  by  ccmroodity,  the  kncwn  mines  and  mineral  occurrences 
within  this  WSA  and  the  immediate  area.  Ihe  southwestern  portion 
has  two  prospects  for  tungsten.  Two  gold  prospects  were  located  in 

the  north,  north-central,  and  central  portion  of  the  WSA.  None  of 
the  prospects  has  recorded  mineral  production.  Under  the  BIM 
mineral  classification  system,  these  areas  are  considered  as  having 
a  moderate  potential  for  the  occurrence  of  these  resources  based  on 
kncwn  occurrence  and  favorable  geology  (see  Map  2) . 

Several  gem  and  mineral  societies  in  San  Diego  and  Inperial  Valley 
have  reported  collecting  schorl  (a  variety  of  hornblende) , 
tourmaline,  garnet,  and  ̂ idote  in  the  granitic  batholith  in  the 
general  area.  The  batholith  has  a  number  of  intrusive  dikes,  sills, 
laccoliths,  migmatites,  quartz,  granite,  and  pegmatites  consisting 
of  aplite  that  are  favorable  environments  for  mineral  collection  of 
gems  and  metallic  mineralization.  Based  on  similar  geology,  the 

southeastern  portion  and  two  areas  in  the  north-central  portion  of 
the  WSA  are  considered  under  the  BIM  classification  system  as  having 
a  moderate  potenticil  for  the  occurrence  of  gem  minerals. 



The  Sawtooth  Mountains  A  WSA  lies  within  the  Deer  Park  mining 
district. 

2.  Summary  of  Significant  New  Mineral  Resource  Data  Collected  Since  the 
Preliminary  Suitability  Recommendation  VBiich  Should  be  Considered  in 
the  Final  Decision:  As  of  December  1987,  there  was  no  mining 
activity  occurring  in  this  WSA.  Ihere  are  no  urpatented  mining 
claims,  mineral  sales,  leases  or  permits  on  record  with  the  BIM  as 
of  January  1988. 

E.  Impacts  on  Resources 

Table  4  -  Ccxtparative  Summary  of  the  Iirpacts  by  Alternative 

Issue  Topic 
Prcposed  Action 

(No  Wilderness/No  Action) 
All  Wilderness 

Alternative 

Inpact  on  Wilderness  Values Minor  negative  iirpacts  to 
wilderness  values  will 
occur  frcxn  the  installation 

of  one  apiary  site.  One 
mining  cperation  will  have 
a  moderate  negative  effect 
on  naturalness,  ^fechanized 

fire  suppression  and  pre- 
su^ression  activities  will 

have  a  moderate,  but  short- 
term  negative  iirpact  to 
naturalness,  and  a  lesser 
irrpact  to  solitude. 
Grazing  will  have  a  minor 
negative  inpact  to  the 
bi^om  sheep 
reintroduction  program. 

Net  effect  of  this 
alternative  would  be  the 

retention  and  long-term 

protection  of  the  area's wilderness  values.  Grazing 
would  have  a  minor  negative 
iitpact  to  the  bi^om  sheep 
reintroduction  program. 

F.  Local  Social  and  Economic  Considerations 

No  local  social  or  economic  considerations  were  identified  in 
the  EIS  for  the  Section  202  Wilderness  Recommendations, 
Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit.  Therefore,  no  further 
discussion  of  this  tcpic  will  occur  in  this  document. 
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G.  Summary  of  WSA-Specific  Public  Ccanments 

Public  comments  were  solicited  throu^out  all  phases  in  the 
develc^ment  of  the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  MFP.  Ihe 
following  is  a  summary  of  all  ccanments  received.  Known 
inaccuracies  are  noted  in  parentheses.  Sawtooth  Itountains  A, 
B,  and  C  VSAs  were  treated  as  one  wilderness  stut^  area  up 
throo^  the  draft  EIS  stage.  Consequently,  the  following 
public  ccanment  summary  includes  statements  made  about  all 
three  areas.  Althou^  some  respondents  directed  their 
canments  specifically  toward  A,  B,  or  C,  most  did  not  specify 
a  particular  area. 

1.  Inventory  Phase;  Some  comments  agreed  with  the  BIM's 
findings.  Others  mentioned  roads  and  conflicting  uses 
within  the  WSA,  such  as  an  apiary,  v^iich  they  believed 
disqualified  the  area  for  wilderness  consideration. 

2.  Study  Phase;  A  few  comments  received  during  the  inventory 
phase  concerned  study  0iase  considerations.  Ihey 
ej^ressed  the  belief  that  this  area  is  being  considered 
for  wilderness  in  order  to  protect  bi^om  sheep,  but  that 
the  she^  are  not  affected  by  humans  and  do  not  need  this 
protection. 

3.  Proposed  Livestock  Grazincr  and  Wilderness  Management  for 
the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit  -  Draft  EIS; 
Ihe  proposed  action  recommended  that  25,515  acres  of  the 
Sawtooth  Ifountain  VKA  be  designated  suitable  for 

wilderness  and  5,629  acres  be  designated  non-suitable. 
Ihe  non-suitable  areas  included  the  northwestern  portion 
of  this  WSA;  sections  19,  20  and  21,  T.  14  S.,  R.  6  E. ; 
and  Potrero  Canyon. 

During  the  review  of  the  Draft  EIS,  23  letters  were 
received  from  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies; 
organizations;  and  individuals.  Only  seven  of  these 
responses  addressed  the  Sawtooth  WSA.  Five  favored  a 
wilderness  designation,  one  opposed  wilderness,  and  an  oil 
carpany  stated  that  the  region  has  potential  for 
geothermal  resources. 

Wilderness  prcponents  wanted  the  entire  Sawtooth  VSA 
declared  suitable,  saying  that  this  WSA,  v*iich  had  been 
excluded,  was  worthy  of  wilderness  designation.  Ihey 
prcposed  that  for  the  immediate  future,  the  area  be 
maintained  under  wilderness  management  until  acquisition 
of  the  Spencer  Ranch  becomes  feasible.  Ihey  also  wanted 
to  include  sections  19,  20,  and  21,  T.  14  S.,  R.  6  E., 
within  the  suitable  area,  noting  that  the  road  would  make 
a  more  manageable  boundary  than  a  fenced  section  line. 
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Ihey  r^equested  that  Potrero  Canyon  be  closed  except  for 
maintenance  of  watering  facilities  for  livestock  and 
wildlife. 

The  respondent  opposing  wilderness  for  this  area  was  an 

association  of  four-v*ieel  drive  clubs.  Its  major  concern 
was  the  peninsular  bi^om  sheep.  Ihe  respondent  stated 
that  wilderness  in  this  area  would  be  in  direct  conflict 

with  sound  management  and  manipulation  of  both  the  bighorn 
sheep  and  their  habitat. 

An  oil  ccaipany  urged  that  geothermal  resource  potential  be 
carefully  evaluated  throu^out  the  VKA  and  that  areas 
found  to  have  potential  be  exenpted  from  wilderness 
designation. 

4.  Management  Framework  Plan  (MFP)  for  Eastern  San  Diego 

County  Planning  Unit  -  Wilderness  Recommendations;  Ihe 
Management  Framework  Plan  recommended  a  designation  of 
27,205  acres  as  suitable  and  3,892  acres  as  unsuitable. 
Ihe  difference  between  this  and  the  reccaranendation  of  the 

Draft  EIS  on  wilderness  management  was  that  portions  of 
sections  19  and  20,  T.14S.,  R.6E.,  and  roost  of  Potrero 
Canyon  were  added  to  the  suitable  portion. 

.^proximately  54  out  of  a  total  of  60  comments  gave  an 

opinion  of  the  Sawtooth  WSA.  Eleven  were  non-specific,  in 
that  they  requested  wilderness  status  for  all  of  the  WSAs 
within  the  planning  unit.  Included  in  this  groiqp  was  the 
San  Diego  County  Board  of  Supervisors.  Ten  respondents 

supported  the  BIM's  reccanmendation  of  partial  wilderness 
for  this  WSA,  and  the  remaining  33  wanted  the  entire  VJSh 
designated  suitable.  The  Cleveland  National  Forest  noted 
that  a  portion  of  this  WSA  is  contiguous  with  potential 
National  Forest  wilderness,  and  that  if  Sawtooth  is 
designated  wilderness,  the  National  Forest  may  consider 
the  wilderness  cption  for  adjacent  lands. 

One  organization  and  two  individuals  wanted  no  further 

wilderness  in  this  region,  as  they  wanted  four-v^eel  drive 
access  for  recreation.  A  representative  of  a  honecwners 

association  requested  that  the  Canebrake  Canyon-Inner 
Pasture  area  be  designated  for  lew-intensity  multiple  use, 
since  this  area  has  a  road,  two  landing  strips,  and  two 
ranches,  and  also  because  access  is  needed  for 
firefi^ting  equiparvent.  Another  respondent  wanted  the 
Potrero  road  kept  open. 
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SAWPDOIH  MJQtnADB  B  WirnRRMRRS  STOPy  AREA  fWEAl 

(CA-060-024B) 

1.  IHE  STUDY  AREA     25,871  acres 

Ihe  Sawtooth  Mountains  B  WSA  is  located  in  ecist-oentral  San  Diego  County, 
about  38  miles  south  of  Borrego  Springs  and  95  miles  east  of  San  Diego.  The 
stuc^  area  contains  25,871  acres  of  public  land  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
BIM  and  40  acres  of  private  lands  (see  Map  1  and  Table  1) .  This  WSA  borders 

two  smaller  BIM  WSAs  of  less  than  5,000  acres,  Sawtooth  Mountains  A  (CA-060- 
024A)  and  Sawtooth  Mountains  C  (CA-060-024C) ,  on  the  northwest  and  southeast, 
respectively. 

Beginning  at  Storm  Canyon  Road,  v*iich  separates  this  WSA  frcan  Sawtooth 

Mountains  A,  the  north  boundary  runs  eastward  cross-country  until  it  meets  a 
primitive  road  that  services  Potrero  Canyon.  The  boundary  then  cherrystems 
this  road  and  a  parallel  route  to  the  east,  finally  heading  northeast  to  meet 
the  boundary  of  public  and  private  land  on  the  east  side  of  Vallecito  VcLLley. 

The  WSA  boundary  then  follows  the  prcperty  line  eastward  to  the  edge  of  Anza- 
Borrego  Desert  State  Park,  turning  southward  to  follow  the  state  park 
boundary,  then  skirting  a  section  of  private  prc^jerty  to  meet  a  primitive 
way,  v^iich  it  follows  to  Canebrake  Canyon.  The  Canebrake  Canyon  Road  then 
forms  the  WSA  boundary,  separating  it  from  Sawtooth  Mountains  C  WSA.  The 
entire  Canebrake  Canyon  Road  is  dherrysteinmed  out  of  the  WSA.  The  study  area 
boundary  then  once  again  follows  the  state  park  boundary,  until  at  its 
southernmost  point,  it  meets  other  BLM  lands  vAiioh  are  part  of  the  McCain 
Vcdley  Resource  Conservation  Area.  The  boundary  turns  north  and  then  west, 
skirting  the  Cuyapaipe  Indian  Reservation.  The  west  WSA  boundary  adjoins  the 
Cleveland  National  Forest,  heading  north  and  west  until  it  meets  the  edge  of 
Sawtooth  Mountains  A  WSA,  skirting  private  property  in  Storm  Canyon  to  once 
again  meet  the  Storm  Canyon  Road. 

Elevations  within  the  WSA  range  frcan  1,400  to  5,600  feet,  with  the  area 
generally  describable  as  alternating  ridges  and  valleys.  These  ridges  extend 
like  fingers  from  the  Laguna  Mountains  into  the  desert,  and  in  doing  so 
create  the  cLLluvial  valleys  known  as  Vallecito  (including  Potrero  and  Storm 
Canyons) ,  Inner  Pasture,  and  Canebrake  Canyon.  Ep^iemeral  streams  drain  these 
Vcilleys. 

The  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 

Managonent  Act  (FLEMA) .  The  VBA  is  within  BIM's  Eastern  San  Diego  County 
Planning  IMit,  for  vAiich  a  management  framework  plan  (MFP)  was  completed  in 
1981.  Four  suitability  reccinmendations  were  analyzed  in  the  draft  and  fined 
Environmental  Iropact  Statements  (EISs) ,  on  the  Wilderness  Reccanmendations  for 
the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit,  ccarpleted  in  1986:  all 
wilderness,  no  wilderness,  and  two  partial  wilderness  colons,   one 
recommending  86%  of  the  WSA  suitable  for  wilderness  and  the  other 
reccammending  89%  suitable  for  wilderness. 



The  89%  partial  wilderness  reccinmendation  as  presented  in  the  1986  final  EIS 
differs  frcm  that  analyzed  in  the  draft  EIS  issued  in  1980  and  the  amendments 
that  were  considered  in  the  1982  amendment  review  of  the  California  Desert 
and  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Plans.  Unlike  the  1980  draft  EIS  and  the  1982 
plan  amendments,  cill  cherrystems  in  the  Potrero,  Canebrake,  and  Inner  Pasture 
Canyon  areas  would  be  eliminated,  and  the  lands  made  a  part  of  the 
wilderness  area. 

2.  REOCMlENDAnc^  ANH  RATTOMATF       22,875  acres  recommended  for 
wilderness 

2,916  acres  reccsnmended  for 
nonwildemess 

Partial  wilderness  (89%  suitable)  is  the  recommendation  for  the  Sawtooth 
Mountains  B  WSA.  Ihis  reoonmendation  is  the  89%  wilderness  as  described  in 
the  1986  final  EIS.  Ihe  2,916  acres  in  this  WSA  recornmended  for 
nonwildemess  are  released  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  In  addition  to 

the  Federal  acreage  reccmmended  for  wilderness,  BLM  recommends  that  40  acres 
of  private  inholdings  and  1,920  acres  of  adjacent  private  lands  be  acquired 
throu^  exchange  or  purchase  and  designated  as  wilderness.  The  adjacent 
private  lands  are  surrounded  on  three  sides  by  the  WSA,  and  since  their 
wilderness  values  are  equal  to  those  within  the  study  area,  their  acquisition 
and  addition  to  the  wilderness  is  logical.  With  acquisition  of  these 

parcels,  a  total  of  2^tQ-75  acres  are  reccanmended  for  wilderness,  i^pendix  1 
provides  additioncil  information  on  acquisition  of  these  private  lands.  This 
reccanmendation  will  be  iirplemented  in  a  manner  vAiich  will  use  all  practical 
means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental  iropacts. 

The  all  wilderness  reccanmendation  is  environmentally  preferable  because  it 
would  result  in  the  least  change  to  the  existing  natural  environment  over  the 
long  term.  It  is  not  the  reccanmendation  for  this  WSA,  however,  for  the 
reasons  described  belcw. 

Pending  development  of  a  wilderness  management  plan,  the  WSA  will  be  managed 
in  accordance  with  the  1981  Eastern  San  Diego  County  MFP,  as  amended.  Since 

this  is  a  broad-based,  general  plan,  not  all  future  management  actions  can  be 
predicted  with  certainty.  Projections  have  been  made  to  allow  analysis  of 
the  effects  of  the  recommendation.  Although  the  BIM  is  not  necessarily 
ccanmitted  to  cill  of  these  actions,  the  follcwing  is  an  outline  of  reasonably 
feasible  activities  vAiich  could  be  expected  to  occur.  Use  of  the  Canebrake 
and  Vallecito  Grazing  Allotments  will  continue.  Grazing  could  increase  frcm 
738  to  1,100  animal  unit  months  (AUMs) ,  as  present  grazing  use  levels  are 
below  the  identified  potential  carrying  capacity.  Bighorn  she^  could  be 
reintroduced  into  the  area.  Existing  apiary  sites  will  be  p^iased  out  and  no 

more  permits  issued.  The  WSA  will  be  closed  to  recreational  off-hi^way 
vehicle  (CHV)  use.  The  suitability  reccinmendation  will  preclude  any  further 
vehicular  use  of  afproximately  five  miles  of  primitive  routes  of  travel. 

The  rationale  for  the  partial  wilderness  reccanmendation  are  that  the  lands 

prcposed  for  wilderness  (1)  contain  high-quality  wilderness  values,  (2) 
enccarpass  an  ecological  transition  zone  between  the  Colorado  Desert  and  the 
Peninsular  ^fountain  Ranges  vAiich  is  not  represented  in  existing  units  of  the 



National  Wilderness  Preservation  System,  (3)  enocnpass  historical  habitat 
for  the  peninsular  bi^om  she^  v*iere  reintroduction  is  feasible,  and  (4) 
the  extent  to  v*iich  other  resource  values  or  uses  would  be  foregone  as  a 
result  of  wilderness  designation  is  sli^t,  since  grazing  and  apiary  sites 
are  the  only  land  uses  presently  occurring,  and  grazing  can  continue. 

Ihe  lands  prcposed  for  nonwildemess  do  not  possess  wilderness  values,  and 
deletion  of  these  lands  would  inprove  wilderness  manageability  by  placing  the 
boundary  eilong  recognizable  tcpograj^iic  features  that  provide  natural 
barriers  to  the  entry  of  vehicles  and  that  exclude  lands  containing  human 
intrusions. 

The  wilderness  values  of  the  reccammended  wilderness  portion  of  the  Sawtooth 
Mountains  B  fully  meet  the  criteria  specified  in  Section  2(c)  of  the 
Wilderness  Act.  Naturalness  and  c^portunities  for  solitude  would  be  enhanced 
by  wilderness  designation  and  the  subsequent  permanent  exclusion  of 
nonconforming  activities  such  as  apiary  sites  and  GtN  use.  In  addition,  the 
area  contains  a  wealth  of  archeological  resources  that  wilderness  designaticai 
would  help  preserve  from  disturbance. 

Because  of  its  location  in  an  ecological  transition  zone,  the  WSA  contains  an 
outstanding  variety  of  vegetation,  including  many  unccanmon  species  of  specicil 
management  concern.  Ihis  biological  diversity  makes  the  VKA  valuable  for 
scientific  research  and  education.  Wilderness  designation  will  help  assure 

that  the  WSA's  diverse  vegetative  communities  remain  in  their  natural, 
undisturbed  condition,  v*iich  will  also  protect  the  habitat  of  individual 
species  that  are  candidates  for  Federal  listing  as  threatened  or  endangered. 

The  peninsular  bi^om  sheep  v^ch  once  inhabited  the  WSA  is  a  candidate  for 
Federal  listing  as  threatened  and  endangered.  The  habitat  within  the  WSA  is 
prc^xDsed  as  a  bi^om  reintroduction  area,  and  BLM  and  the  California 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  have  already  made  preliminary  plans  to  accomplish 
the  reintroduction.  Wilderness  designation  will  help  assure  that  the  effort 
is  successful.  The  exclusion  of  potential  surface  disturbing  activities  such 
as  motorized  travel,  mechanized  fire  suppression,  and  mineral  e>q)loration  and 
develcpnent  will  help  protect  sheep  habitat. 

The  portion  of  the  WSA  reccmmended  for  nonwildemess  conprises  two  parcels, 
Parcel  A  on  the  northern  edge  and  Parcel  B  on  the  eastern  edge  of  the  study 
area,  as  shown  on  Map  1.  These  are  areas  of  limited  topographic  relief  that 
border  private  prc^jerty,  and  v*iich  possess  inferior  wilderness  values  v*ien 
coirpared  to  the  rest  of  the  study  area.  Parcel  B  contains  approximately 
ei<^t  miles  of  primitive  ways  that  have  been  closed  to  vehicles,  but  vAiich 

nevertheless  reduce  the  area's  naturalness.  BLM  plans  to  develop  a  bladed 
dirt  public  access  road  thrxxK^  Parcel  A  from  County  Highway  S-2.  At 
present,  public  vehicular  access  to  the  reccmraended  wilderness  portion  of  the 
WSA  is  effectively  cut  off  by  private  property. 
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TABLE  1  -  Land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Stuc^  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 

BLM            (surface  and  subsurface)  25,791 
Split  Estate     (BLM  surface  only)  0 

Iriholdings 
State  0 
Private  40 

Total  25,871 

Within  the  Reccanmended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 

BLM           (within  WSA)  22,875 
BLM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (within  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (outside  WSA)    0 

Total  BLM  Land  Recommended  for  Wilderness  22,875 

Inholdings^ State  0 
Private  40 

Private  Land  CXitside  of  the  WSA  boundary 
Recommended  for  Acquisition  and 
Designation  as  Wilderness  1,920 

Within  the  Area  Not  Recommended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BLM        (surface  and  subsurface)  2,916 
Split  Estate  (BLM  surface  only)  0 

Total  BLM  Land  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness        2,916 



3.   CKCTERIA  O^SIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WILDERNESS  REOOMMENDATIONS 

A.  Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness:  Most  of  the  reccanmended  wilderness  portion  of  the 
study  area  is  in  a  natural  condition.  Hcwever,  several 
cherrysteramed  roads,  a  few  primitive  ways,  approximately  one  and  a 
half  miles  of  livestock  fences,  and  five  livestock  water 
develc^anents  with  associated  trou^TS,  a  windmill,  a  water  tank,  four 

spring  boxes,  and  above-ground  pipelines  are  present.  These 
intrusions  are  substantially  unnoticeable  within  the  study  area  eis  a 
v*iole,  due  to  the  screening  effect  of  vegetation  and  telegraphic 
relief.  Soils  and  vegetation  within  the  area  are  essentially 
undisturbed. 

The  portions  of  the  VKA  reccanmended  for  nonwildemess  contain  more 
concentrated  human  intrusions.  Sparse  vegetation  and  relatively 
flat  tcpogra^iy  do  little  to  screen  these  intrusions  frcm  view. 
Parcel  A  contains  approximately  two  miles  of  livestock  fence  along 
its  boundary  with  private  land.  Parcel  B  contains  ei^t  miles  of 

primitive  ways  and  approximately  one-half  mile  of  livestock  fence. 
A  private  section  within  Parcel  B  shows  evidence  of  past 
development,  including  an  abandoned  airstrip. 

2.  Solitude;  The  area  reccanmended  for  wilderness  offers  airple 
oiportunities  for  solitude  because  of  its  large  size,  limited 
access,  and  the  screening  effects  of  vegetation  and  tc^xDgrapiiic 
relief.  The  portions  of  the  WSA  recommended  for  nonwildemess 
provide  a  buffer  zone  between  this  area  and  developed  private 

prqperty. 

Ofportunities  for  solitude  are  more  limited  on  the  reccanmended 
nonwildemess  portions  of  the  study  area.  Little  vegetative  or 
tcpograj^c  screening  is  provided  here,  and  the  parcels  are  adjacent 
to  private  property.  The  intrusive  sight  of  farming  uses  outside 
the  WSA  in  the  Vallecito  Valley  impairs  opportunities  for  solitude 
in  Parcel  A. 

This  VKA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areas  and  fli^t  corridors.  The  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  tenporary  effects  on  solitude  vAiich 
are  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation;  The  recommended  wilderness 

area's  large  size  and  rugged  topograp^iy  offer  many  opportunities  for 
hiking,  baclqjacking,  and  nature  observation  and  study.  The  presence 

of  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park  Wilderness  to  the  east  enhances 
these  opportunities.  Ehotograj*iic  c^iportunities  abound  during  the 



spring  wildflcwer  blocans,  and  the  diverse  and  often  dense  vegetation 
provide  c^aportunities  for  hunting  mule  deer,  cottontail  and  jack 
rabbits,  and  upland  game  birds. 

The  reooinmended  nonwildemess  portions  of  the  WSA  present  fewer 
(importunities  for  primitive  recreation,  because  they  are  relatively 
flat  areas  of  sparse  vegetation,  with  little  to  attract  the 
primitive  recreationist. 

4.  Special  Features:  The  WSA  is  a  potential  site  for  the 
reintroduction  of  peninsular  bi^om  she^  to  a  portion  of  its 
former  range,  and  a  memorandum  of  agreement  to  do  so  has  been  signed 
by  the  BIM  and  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game.  The 
she^  is  listed  as  rare  by  the  State,  and  is  under  status  review  by 
the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (US  F&WS)  for  possible  listing  as 
threatened  or  endangered. 

The  San  Diego  homed  lizard  has  been  found  in  the  WSA  on  granitic 
outcrops.  It  is  under  status  review  by  US  F&WS.  The  spotted  bat, 
also  under  Federal  status  review,  is  suspected  to  occur  in  the  WSA, 
but  its  presence  has  not  been  confirmed.  The  US  F&WS  considers  the 
loggerhead  shrike  sensitive  in  Region  1.  The  willcw  flycatcher  is 
also  a  US  F&WS  sensitive  species  and  is  a  species  of  special  concern 
to  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  (CDFG) .  The  former 

occurs  year-long  in  the  WSA,  v^le  the  latter  is  a  summer  resident. 
The  prairie  falcon,  golden  eagle,  and  Cocper's  hawk,  also  species  of 
special  concern  to  CDFG,  occur  within  the  WSA. 

The  area  has  remarkably  diverse  vegetation,  a  factor  vAiich  also 
contributes  to  its  scenic  quality.  For  example,  in  1983  over  80 
species  of  flowering  plants  were  observed  in  less  than  one  square 
mile.  More  than  200  species  of  plants  are  believed  to  exist  within 
the  study  cirea,  and  this  diversity  is  of  special  interest  to 
botanists  and  other  scientists.  The  WSA  enccatpasses  an  unusual 
transition  zone  of  vegetation,  changing  from  a  dense  chaparral 
conmunity  at  the  higher  elevations  along  the  Laguna  Mountains,  to 

low  desert  creosote  bush-agave-ocotillo  in  the  Colorado  Desert  at 
the  lower  elevations. 

There  are  many  plant  species  of  special  concern  known  to  exist 
within  the  WSA.  The  following  five  are  cill  under  status  review  by 
the  US  F&WS  for  possible  listing  as  threatened  or  endangered: 
Astragalus  douqlasii  var.  perstrictus .  Diplacus  aridus,  Ferocactus 
acanthodes  var.  accanthodes,  Lupinus  excubitus  var.  medius.  and 
Opuntia  biaelovii  var.  hoffmanii.  In  addition,  the  following  six 
species  are  listed  by  the  California  Native  Plant  Society  (CUPS)  as 
rare  in  California,  but  more  common  elsevstiere:  Ayenia  compacta, 
Geraea  viscida,  Lyrocarpa  coulteri  var.  palmeri.  Mentzelia 
hirsutissima  var.  steng^rylla,  Mirabilis  tenuiloba,  and  Penstemon 
clevelandii  spp.  connatus.  Finally,  DelpAiinium  parishii  sjp. 
subql(±)Osum  and  Proboscidea  althaeifolia  are  listed  by  CNPS  as 
plants  of  limited  distribution.  Other  sensitive  plant  species  are 



predicted  to  occur  in  the  WSA  based  on  their  kncwn  presence  nearby, 
and  include  four  species  under  status  review  by  US  F&WS,  one  State 
listed  rare  species,  and  six  additional  species  included  on  one  of 
the  CNPS  lists. 

Ihe  cultural  resources  within  the  VJSA  are  rich  and  varied.  Over  100 

archeological  sites  have  been  recorded,  and  additional  undiscovered 
sites  cire  hi^ily  likely.  YiKMn  sites  include  tenporary  cairps,  seed 
grinding  stations,  pottery  scatters,  rock  art,  several  suspected 
cremations,  and  a  multitude  of  earthen  ovens  or  roasting  pits.  This 
area  was  clearly  iirportant  to  aboriginal  pc^xilations.  The 
ocmbination  of  mountain  fed  creeks  and  diverse  desert  plant 
community  offered  great  c^portunities  for  sustenance.  Plant  foods 
of  inportance  include  agave,  desert  apricot,  mesquite,  jojdDa, 
yucca,  eUTd  vcirious  cacti.  The  archeological  prcperties  within  the 
WSA  eire  eligible  for  inclusion  in  the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places. 

The  Rumeyaay  Indians  occtpied  this  area  in  historic  times.  They 
have  ejqjressed  concern  over  burials  elsevAiere  and  by  extrapolaticai, 
the  r^xDrted  cremations  with  the  WSA  would  be  sensitive.  The 
presence  of  rock  art  is  also  noteworthy  and  has  been  linked  to 
shamanistic  rituals.  These  sites  are  also  considered  sensitive. 

B.  Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  (NWPS) 

1.  Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 
represented  bv  ecosystems:  This  WSA  contains  25,791  acres  of  the 
California  Chaparral/California  Oakwoods  ecosystem.  The  individual 
ecosystems  within  the  Sawtooth  Mountains  B  WSA  are  alrea(^ 
r^resented  in  the  NWPS.  Hovever,  the  WSA  enccarpasses  an 
ecological  transition  zone  between  the  Colorado  Desert  and  the 
peninsular  mountain  ranges  vdiich  is  not  currently  represented  in  any 
single  area  within  the  NWPS. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  Representation 

Bailey-Kiichler 
Classification  NWPS  Areas     Other  BIM  Studies 

Dcgnain/Province/FNV   areas  acres   areas  acres 

NATIONWIDE 

California  Chaparral/ 
California  Oakwoods  4     105,301      6    13,935 

CAUFORNIA 

California  Chaparral/ 
California  Oakwoods  4     105,301      6    13,935 
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2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  driving  tirne  (five  hours)  of  major  population  centers; 

The  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  five  major  population 
centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  wilderness 

areas  and  other  BIM  stu(^  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  these 
population  centers. 

Table  3 

Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents 
of  Major  Peculation  Centers 

Peculation NWPS areas      ' Other  BIM  Studies 
centers areas  acres areas acres 

California 

Anaheim-Santa  Ana 25 2,823,534 153 
5,703,616 

los  Angeles-long  Beach 27 2,876,234 135 4,958,751 
Oxnard-Ventura 

23 
2,195,198 85 

2,703,260 
Riverside-San  Bernardino 22 

2,031,054 
205 

7,658,649 
San  Diego 15 1,043,680 100 

3,378,814 

3.  Balancing  the geoqrdii^iic distribution of  wilderness  areas The 
Sawtooth  Mountains  B  WSA  is  within  50  air  miles  of  six  BIM  WSAs 

recctnmended  for  wilderness  designation.  The  closest  designated 

wilderness  is  adjacent  to  the  WSA  in  Anza-Borrego  Descjrt  State  Park. 
Less  than  50  air  miles  away  are  five  other  wilderness  areas:  Agua 
Tibia,  Santa  Rosa,  Pine  Creek,  and  Hauser,  administered  by  the  U.S. 
Forest  Service;  and  Cuyamaca  Mountains  State  Wilderness  Area. 

C.  Manaqeabil  ity 

The  entire  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  Hovever,  there  is  a 
difference  in  ease  of  manageability  between  the  portion  reocramended  for 
wilderness  and  the  portion  recoanmended  for  nonwildemess. 

The  cui^a's  remoteness,  lack  of  vehicle  access  except  on  the 
cherrystemmed  routes,  rugged  topography,  and  the  carpatible  management 
of  adjacent  state  park  wilderness  are  all  factors  that  contribute  to  the 
manageability  of  the  reccsorimended  wilderness  portion.  Manageability 
would  be  further  enhanced  by  acquisition  of  the  identified  private 
parcels,  to  assure  the  maintenance  of  existing  hi^  wilderness  values  on 
the  parcels. 

Wilderness  Vcdues  on  the  recommended  nonwildemess  portion  of  the  WSA 
are  Icwer  and  were  so  at  the  time  of  the  wilderness  inventory.  The  fact 
that  Parcels  A  and  B  have  relatively  flat  tcpography,  ecisier  vehiculcu: 
access,  and  that  the  two  parcels  border  develcped  private  property,  are 
all  factors  vAiich  contributed  to  the  loss  of  naturalness  and  solitude 

vdiich  has  cdreacty  occurred.  These  same  factors  would  continue  to  ma)ce 
it  difficult  to  protect  or  enhance  these  values  under  wilderness 
designation. 



Eliminating  Parcel  A  from  the  wilderness  area  will  generally  pull  the 
wilderness  boundary  back  to  the  bottom  of  a  ste^  ridge,  v*iich  will  make 
it  readily  identifiable  in  the  field  with  a  minimum  of  signing. 
Presently,  the  boundary  between  Parcel  A  and  the  adjacent  private 
prc^)erty  is  merely  a  legal  description  vAiich  is  not  denoted  by  any 
telegraphic  or  physical  feature,  except  two  miles  of  livestock  fence. 

Parcel  A  is  also  a  logical  point  at  v^ch  to  develcp  public  vehicular 
access  to  the  prcposed  wilderness  area.  The  new  wilderness  will  be  of 
limited  value  to  the  public  if  it  remains  inaccessible.  Presently, 

access  to  the  edge  of  the  recommended  wilderness  frcxn  Cjount^  Hi^way  S-2 
is  blocked  by  private  property  protected  by  locked  gates. 

D.  Enerrtv  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  VncMn  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminary 
Suitability  Reccmmendation;  Ihe  Sawtooth  Mountains  B  WSA  is  located 

within  the  Vallecito  Mountains  Geology-Energy-^Iinerals  (G-E-M) 
Resource  Area  (GRA) ,  for  v^ch  BIM  prepared  a  GRA  Report  in  1980. 
The  south  portion  of  the  WSA  had  kncwn  occurrences  of  manganese  and 
was  classified  in  the  GRA  Report  as  having  a  moderate  potential  for 
the  occurrence  of  manganese,  a  strategic  mineral.  In  the 
northwestern  portion  of  the  WSA,  occurrences  of  capper,   lead, 
silver,  and  zinc  were  also  classified  as  having  a  moderate 
potential.  The  western  section  of  the  WSA  was  classified  by  the 
U.S.  Geological  Survey  (USGS)  in  1979  as  prospectively  valuable  (PV) 
for  geothermal  resources;  however,  under  the  BIM  mineral  resource 
classification  system  was  considered  as  having  a  low  potential  for 
occurrence  in  the  WSA. 

2.  Summary  of  Significant  New  Mineral  Resource  Data  Collected  Since  the 
Preliminary  Suitability  Recommendation  Which  Should  be  Considered  in 
the  Final  Decision:  In  1983  and  1984  the  USGS  and  the  U.S.  Bureau 

of  Mines  (BOM)   conducted  field  examinations  of  this  WSA.  In  1987 
the  results  of  the  investigations  were  published  as  a  joint  r^xDrt, 

USGS  Bulletin  1711-B.  Althou^  mineral  resources  were  identified  by 
BIM  in  the  1980  GRA  Report  and  the  1986  EIS  for  the  Wilderness 

Recommendations-Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit,  the  USGS  and 
BCM  report  indicated  that  mineral  resources  or  mineral  resource 
potential  had  not  been  identified  in  the  WSA. 

USGS  and  BCM  found  no  direct  evidence  of  gold  mineralization  in  the 
western  portion  of  the  WSA  except  a  favorable  geologic  environment 
v*iere  quartz  intruded  pelitic  schist.  The  1963  California  Division 
of  Mines  and  Geology  (CDMG)  County  R^XDrt  3  listed  several  prospects 
for  gold  in  quartz  and  schist  but  no  production  was  listed  for  the 
WSA. 

The  USGS  and  BCM  reported  localized  anomalies  for  silver,  barium, 
cc^per,  bismuth,  and  lead.  These  data  would  sii^port  a  low  potential 
for  the  occurrence  of  base  metal  mineralization  in  the  WSA  under  the 

HLM  mineral  resource  classification  system,  revising  downward  the 
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BIM  GRA  moderate  potential  classification.  Sand  and  gravel 
occurrences  were  noted  as  abundant  by  the  USGS  and  BCM  but  not 
classified.  Havever,  lack  of  interest  or  a  ready  market  would 
warrant  a  lew  potentieil  for  occurrence  classification  by  the  BIM. 

USGS  Survey  Bulletin  1711-B  noted  tungsten  prospects  in  the 
northeastern  portion  of  the  WSA,  but  no  production  figures  were 
cited.  The  USGS  bulletin  shewed,  throu^  geochemiccil  surveys, 
widespread  tungsten  and  tin  anomalies.  Ihese  geochemical  ancroalies, 
coii^led  with  known  favorable  environment,  would  support  the  BIM  GRA 
moderate  potential  classification  for  the  occurrence  of  tungsten  in 
the  northeastern  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Manganese  was  noted  in  the  southwest  portion  of  the  WSA  in  CCM3 
County  R^xDrt  3,  althou^  no  production  was  rqported.  The  USGS  and 
BCM  made  no  mention  of  this  resource  in  their  report.  Nevertheless, 

the  data  of  the  1963  CCMG  County  Rqport  3  svj^ports  BIM's  moderate 
potential  for  occurrence  classification  in  the  western  and  southern 
portions  of  the  WSA,  vAiich  is  shewn  on  Map  2. 

As  of  December  31,  1987,  there  were  no  mining  claims,  mineral  sales 
or  leases  within  the  Sawtooth  Mountains  B  WSA. 

11 



R5E R6E R6E R7E 

Recommended  for 
Wilderness 

Recommended  for 
Non  Wilderness 

Land  outside  WSA 
Recommended  for 
Wilderness 

Split  Estate 

State 

^^^ 

71 

Explanation 
High  Potenial  for  the 
Occurrence  of  Energy  and/or 
Non-energy  Minerals 

.■.;;;"..../   Moderate  Potential  for  the 
•.•.••*••*•'•••*.  Occurrence  of  Energy  and/or • '  •-•»•••».' .1  Non-energy  Minerals 

vwsswwv 

Commodity  Symb 

Mn    Manganese 

W   Tungsten 

ols 

.••  • .  i 

M 

H Private 

Sawtooth  Mountains-B 
Mineral  Resource  Potential 

energy 

Moderate  Mineral  Potential 
Location  in  a  High  Mineral 
Potential  Area 

High  Mineral  Potential 
Location  in  a  Moderate  Mineral 
Potential  Area 

1 

MILES 060 
MAP-2 

-024B 



E.     Impacts  on  Resources 

Table  4  -  Ccsooparative  Summary  of  the  Impacts  by  Alternative 

Issue  Topic 

Prcposed  Action 

(Partial 
Wilderness) 

No  Wilderness/   Partial 
All  Wilderness     No  Action     Wilderness 
Alternative   Alternative    Alternative 

Iirpact  on 
Wilderness 
Values 

Wilderness 

designation  of 
22,835  acres 
will  have  a 

minor,  positive 
inpact  on  the 

area's wilderness 
values  as  a 
result  of 
eliminating  20 
miles  of  roads 

and  six  one- 
acre  apiary 
sites  and 
reintroducing 

peninsulcir 
bi<^om  sheep 
into  the  cirea. 

Develcpnent  of  a 
four-mile  access 
road  in  the 
northern 
nonsuitable 

portion  of  the 
WSA  and  the 
resultant 
increase  in 
motorized 
recreation  use 

(from  50  to  500 
visitor  use  days 
annually)  will 
have  a  minor 

negative  inpact 

on  the  area's 
naturalness  and 
solitude  values 
on  300  to  500 
acres. 

Inpacts  would  be 
the  same  as  for 

the  Prcposed 
Action  except 
that  values  of 
naturcLLness  and 
solitude  wculd 
be  retained  on 
an  additional 

1,707  acres  in 
the  northern 
Potrero  Canyon 
Area. 

Ihere  would  be 
moderate 
adverse  inpacts 

on  the  area's wilderness 
values  over 

approximately 
15  to  20 

percent  of  the 
WSA  due  to  the 
noise  and 
surface 
disturbance 
from  increased 
dN  use  (from 
50  visitor  use 
days  annually 
to  1,000 
visitor  use 

days)  and mineral 

exploration  and 
develcpnent 
activities  on 
over  85  acres 
of  land. 

Ihere  would  be 
moderate 
adverse  iirpacts 

on  the  area's wilderness 
values  over 

ajproximately 
five  to  seven 

percent  of  the WSA  due  to  the 
noise  and 
surface 
disturbance 
from  increased 
ON  use  (from 
50  visitor  use 
days  annually 
to  1,000 
visitor  use 

days)  and mineral 

develcpnent  of 
over  10  acres 
of  land. 
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Table  4  -  Ccaooparative  Summary  of  the  Inpacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

Issue  Topic 

Prcposed  Action 

(Partial 
Wilderness) 

All  Wilderness 
Alternative 

No  Wilderness/ 
No  Action 

Alternative 

Partial 
Wilderness 
Alternative 

Inpact  on  the 
Reintroduction 

of  Bi^om  She^ 

Iirpact  on 
Sensitive  Plant 

Species 

Reintroduction 
efforts  will  be 
sli^tly 
enhanced  by 
closing  90 

percent  of  the 
WSA  to 
recreational  CHV 
use.  Increased 

grazing  lise 
levels  (from  738 
AUMs  to  1,100 
AUMs)  will  have 
a  minor  negative 
inpact  on  these 
efforts. 

No  significant 
impact. 
Sensitive 

species  will  be 
sli^tly 

enhanced  by 
closure  of  over 

90  percent  of 
the  WSA  to 
recreational  ON 

use,   restricting 
mechanized  fire 

suppression 
equipment,  and 
acquisition  of 
private  lands 
bordering  the 
WSA. 

Inpacts  would  be 
the  same  as  for 
the  Proposed 
Action. 

No  significant 
impact.  Closure 
of  the  entire 
WSA  to  vehicular 
access  including 
mechanized  fire 

suppression 
equipment  would 
slightly  enhance 
sensitive  plant 

species  habitat. 

Ihere  would  be 
a  minor  adverse 

inpact  on 
reintroduction 
efforts  due  to 
increased  ON 
use  and  mineral 
development 
activities. 
Motorized 
vehicles  would, 
however,  be 
used  in  she^ 

transplants  and 
herd 
maintenance, thereby 

enhancing  these 
efforts. 

Sensitive  plant 

species  will  be moderately 

iitpacted  in  the 
Potrero  Canyon 
and  north  and 
southeastern 

portions  of  the 
WSA  as  a  result 
of  increased 
OtN  use  from  50 
visitor  use 
days  annually 
to  1,000 
visitor  use 

days)  and 
mining 

exploration  and 
development 
activities  on 
over  85  acres. 

Impacts  would 
be  the  same  as 
for  the  No 
Wilderness/No 

Action 
Alternative. 

Inpac±s  would 
be  the  same  as 
for  the  No 
Wilderness/No 

Action 
Alternative. 
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Table  4  -  Ccsooparative  Summary  of  the  Iirpacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

Issue  Topic 

Prcposed  Action 

(Partial 
Wilderness) 

All  Wilderness 
Alternative 

No  Wilderness/ 

No  Action 
Alternative 

Partial 
Wilderness 
Alternative 

Iirpact  on 
Archeological 
Resources  and 
Native  American 
Values 

Iiipact  on 
Archeological 
Investigations 

No  significant 
inpact. 
Overall, 

resources  and 
values  will  be 
retained. 

Adverse  inpacts 
associated  with 
route  and  trail 

develcpnent  and 
increased 
livestock 

grazing  will  be 
minor. 

Scientific 
excavations  will 
be  restricted. 
This  will  result 
in  a  moderate 

adverse  inpact 
on  the  study  and 
interpretation 
of  regioncil 
cultural 
resources. 

No  significant 
inpact. Overall, 

resources  and 
values  would  be 
retained. 

Adverse  ijipacts 
associated  with 
trail 

develc^snent  and 
increased 
livestock 

grazing  will  be 
very  minor. 

Inpacts  would  be 
the  same  as  for 
the  Prcposed 
Action. 

Overall, 

resources  and 
values  will  be 
moderately 
adversely 

iirpacted  as  a 
result  of 
increased 
motorized  and 
nonmotorized 
recreational 
use  and  minercil 

exploration  and 
develc^snent 
activities  on 
over  85  acres 
in  the  north 
and 
southwestern 

portions  of  the 
WSA. 

No  inpact. 

There  will  be  a 

minor,  negative 

inpact  on archeologiccil 
resources  and 
Native  American 
values  as  a 
result  of 
increased 
motorized  and 
nonmotorized 
recreiatiOTi  use 
and  mineral 

develc^xnent  of 
10  acres  in  the 
northwestern 

portion  of  the WSA. 

Scientific 
excavations 
would  be 
restricted. 
This  will  have 
a  moderate 
adverse  iirpact 
on  the  stuc^ 

and 

interpretation 
of  regional 
cultural 
resources. 
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Table  4  -  Ccxiparative  Summary  of  the  Inpacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

Issue  Topic 

Prcposed  Action 

(Partial Wilderness)   
All  Wilderness 
Alternative 

No  Wilderness/ 
No  Action 

Alternative 

Partial 
Wilderness 
Alternative 

Inpact  on 
Motorized 

Hunting  Access 

Iirpact  on  ̂ iary 
Management 

Motorized 

hunting  use  of 
50  visitor  days 
annually  will  be 
foregone. 
However,  iitpact 
will  be  minimal 
because  of 
similar  or 

superior 
c^portunities  on 
other  public 
lands. 

Inpacts  would  be 
the  same  as  for 
the  Prcposed 
Action. 

Access  will  be 

greatly 
enhanced  as  a 
result  of  new 
route 
develc^xnent, 

prescribed bums,  and 
mineral 

esqjloration  and 
develc^xnent. 

commercial 

apiary  use  will 
be  foregone;  six 
one-acre 

apiaries  will  be 
eliminated. 

Impacts  will  be 
moderate  because 

of  the  0iased 
elimination  of 
these  sites  and 
availability  of 
other  public 
lands  for  ̂ iary 
management. 

Inpacts  would  be 
the  same  as  for 

the  Prcposed 
Action. 

No  inpact, 

current  levels 

of  apiary  use 
would  be 
retained. 

Access  for 
motorized 
hunting  will  be moderately 

enhanced  as  a 
result  of  route 

development  in 
the  nonsuitable 

portion  of  the WSA  and 

prescribed bums  to  be 
conducted  in 
the  western 

portion  of  the 
WSA. 

CoiTimercieLl 

apiary  use  will 
be  foregone  on 
three  of  the 

six  one-acre 
sites.  Inpacts 
will  be  minor 
because  of  the 

phased 

elimination  of 
these  sites  and 
availability  of 

other  public 
lands  for apiary 

management 

F.  Local  Social  and  Economic  Considerations 

No  local  social  or  econcanic  considerations  were  identified  in  the  EIS 
for  the  Wilderness  Reccanmendations,  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning 
Unit.  Therefore,  no  further  discussion  of  this  tcpic  will  occur  in  this 
document. 
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G.  Summary  of  WSA-Specific  Public  Comments 

Public  COTtiments  were  solicited  throu^out  all  pAiases  in  the  develcpnent 
of  the  Eastern  San  Diego  C3ounty  MFP.  The  following  is  a  summary  of  eill 
comments  received.  Kicwn  inaccuracies  are  noted  in  parentheses. 
Sawtooth  Mountains  A,  B,  and  C  VKAs  were  treated  as  one  wilderness  stucfy 
area  up  throui^  the  draft  EIS  stage.  Consequently,  the  follcwing 
public  canment  summary  includes  statements  made  about  all  three  areas. 
Althou^  same  respondents  directed  their  ccanments  specifically  tcward  A, 
B,  or  C,   most  did  not  specify  a  particular  area. 

1.  Inventory  Phase:  Seme  comments  agreed  with  the  BIM's  findings. 
Others  mentioned  roads  and  conflicting  uses  within  the  WSA,  such  as 
an  apiaryr  vtiich  they  believed  disqualified  the  area  for  wilderness 
consideration . 

2.  Study  Phase:  A  few  ccanments  received  during  the  inventory  j±iase 
concerned  study  phase  considerations.  They  expressed  the  belief 
that  this  area  is  being  considered  for  wilderness  in  order  to 
protect  bi^om  sheep,  but  that  the  sheep  are  not  affected  by  humans 
and  do  not  need  this  protection. 

3.  Proposed  Livestock  Grazing  and  Wilderness  Management  for  the  Eastern 

San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit  -  Diraft  EIS:  The  proposed  action 
reccanmended  that  25,515  acres  of  the  Sawtooth  Mountain  WSA  be 
designated  suitable  for  wilderness  and  5,629  acres  be  designated 
non-suitable.  The  non-suitable  areas  included  the  northwestern 
portion  of  the  Sawtooth  Mountains  A  WSA;  sections  19,  20  and  21,  T. 
14  S.,  R.  6  E.;  and  Potrero  Canyon. 

During  the  review  of  the  Draft  EIS,  23  letters  were  received  frcra 
Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies;  organizations;  and  individuals. 
Only  seven  of  these  responses  addressed  the  Sawtooth  WSA.  Five 
favored  a  wilderness  designation,  one  opposed  wilderness,  and  an  oil 
ccarpany  stated  that  the  region  has  potenticil  for  geothermal 
resources. 

Wilderness  prcponents  wanted  the  entire  Sawtooth  WSA  declared 
suitable,  saying  that  Sawtooth  A  WSA,  v^ich  had  been  excluded,  was 
worthy  of  wilderness  designation.  They  proposed  that  for  the 
immediate  future,  the  area  be  maintained  under  wilderness  management 
until  acquisition  of  the  Spencer  Ranch  beccanes  feasible.  They  also 
wanted  to  include  sections  19,  20,  and  21,  T.  14  S.,  R.  6  E., 
within  the  suitable  area,  noting  that  the  road  would  make  a  more 
manageable  boundary  than  a  fenced  section  line. 

They  requested  that  Potrero  Canyon  be  closed  except  for  maintenance 
of  watering  facilities  for  livestock  and  wildlife. 

17 



The  respofndent  exposing  wilderness  for  this  area  was  an  asscx:iation 

of  foLtr^v*ieel  drive  clubs.  Its  major  c»ncem  was  the  peninsular 
bi^om  she^.  Ihe  respondent  stated  that  wilderness  in  this  area 
would  be  in  direct  conflict  with  sound  management  and  manipulation 
of  both  the  bighorn  sheep  and  their  habitat. 

An  oil  comparr/  urged  that  geothermal  resource  potential  be 
carefully  evaluated  throuf^out  the  WSA  and  that  arecis  found  to  have 
potential  be  exenpted  from  wilderness  designation. 

4.  Management  Framework  Plan  (MFT>)  for  Eastern  San  Dieao  County 
Planning  Unit  -  Wilderness  Reocanmendations:  Ihe  Management 
Framework  Plan  recommended  a  designation  of  27,205  acres  as  suitable 
and  3,892  acres  as  unsuitable.  Ihe  difference  between  this  and  the 
reccffimendation  of  the  Draft  EIS  on  wilderness  management  was  that 
portions  of  sections  19  and  20,  T.14S.,  R.6E.,  and  most  of  Potrero 
Canyon  were  added  to  the  suitable  portion. 

^proximately  54  out  of  a  total  of  60  comments  gave  an  opinion  of 

the  Sawtooth  WSA.  Eleven  were  non-specific,  in  that  they  requested 
wilderness  status  for  all  of  the  WSAs  within  the  planning  unit. 
Included  in  this  group  was  the  San  Diego  County  Board  of 

Sipervisors.  Ten  respondents  si^ported  the  BIM's  recommendation  of 
partial  wilderness  for  this  WSA,  and  the  remaining  33  wanted  the 
entire  WSA  designated  suitable.  Ihe  Cleveland  National  Forest  noted 
that  a  portion  of  this  WSA  is  contiguous  with  potenticd  National 
Forest  wilderness,  and  that  if  Sawtooth  is  designated  wilderness, 
the  National  Forest  may  consider  the  wilderness  cption  for  adjacent 
lands. 

One  organization  and  two  individuals  wanted  no  further  wilderness  in 

this  region,  as  they  wanted  four-vdieel  drive  access  for  recreation. 
A  representative  of  a  homeowners  association  requested  that  the 

Canebrake  Canyon-Inner  Pasture  area  be  designated  for  low-intensity 
multiple  use,  since  this  area  has  a  road,  two  landing  strips,  and 
two  ranches,  and  also  because  access  is  needed  for  firefi^ting 
equipment.  Another  respondent  wanted  the  Potrero  road  kept  qpen. 

5.  1982  Amendments  to  the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Management 

Framework  Plan:  Four  amendments  were  prcposed  for  the  Sawtooth 
Mountains  WSAs.  One  dealt  specifically  with  the  Sawtooth  Mountains 
C  WSA,  and  so  is  not  included  in  this  report.  Conments  on  the  other 
three  amendment  proposals  are  summarized  below. 

Amendment  44.  Delete  some  "chercvstemming"  in  the  Canebrake  area 

and  add  a  small  section  of  "cherrystemming"  in  the  same  general 
region:  Ihe  rationcile  was  that  the  roads  to  be  deleted  are  not 

needed,  as  they  are  not  maintained  and  do  not  serve  any 
develcpinents.  Ihe  roads  to  be  added  correct  a  change  in  the 
original  inventory  in  which  a  cherrystem  was  incorrectly  majped. 
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TWenty-two  cxaranents  were  received  in  response  tx3  the  Draft  EIS  on 
this  amendment.  Nineteen  favored  the  amendment  and  three  were 

exposed.  No  specific  reasons  were  given  for  either  position.  For 
the  Final  EIS,  there  were  three  ccraments,  cill  of  which  sL^poirted  the 

BLM's  position  on  the  amendment. 

Amendment  45.  Qiange  reccanmendation  of  a  portion  of  the  Sawtooth 
Mountains  B  WSA.  frcan  suitable  to  non-suitable,  and  designate  Class 
L  (limited  use) :  The  triangular  area  is  bordered  on  the  northeast 
by  North  Wash,  on  the  southeast  by  Canebrake  Wash,  and  on  the  west 

by  a  non-maintained  road.  Ihe  rationsil  was  that  this  area  is  a 
bajada  containing  several  man-made  intrusions,  including  an  old 
airstrip,  a  fence  line,  the  Crawford  Ranch,  and  some  maintained 
roads.  This  area  would  be  more  prc^^erly  managed  as  Class  L  (limited 
use)  than  as  wilderness. 

Twenty  three  ccanments  were  received  in  response  to  the  Draft  EIS. 
Fifteen  respondents  ojposed  the  amendment  and  ei^t  favored  it. 
Most  of  those  in  opposition  mentioned  potential  adverse  irrpacts  on 
bi^om  she^  and  cultural  resources.  One  respondent  requested 
deferral  of  the  prcposal  for  one  year  to  allow  conpletion  of 

negotiations  between  the  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park  and  the  El 
Centro  Resource  Area  (BIM) .  Another  respondent  said  he  could  accept 
the  amendment  as  long  as  the  area  would  remain  Class  L  and  not  be 
changed  to  Class  M  or  Class  I.  The  State  of  California  Resources 
Agency  opposed  the  amendment,  stating  it  would  create  a  four  mile 
wide  area  of  Class  L  land  between  two  State  wilderness  areas.  State 

management  of  the  wilderness  areas  would  be  haitpered  due  to 

increased  ejqxDsure  of  their  boundaries  to  non-wilderness  uses. 
There  could  be  adverse  inpacts  on  cultural  resources,  as  well  as  on 
wildlife  and  habitat.  The  increased  use  of  the  area  could  also 

haiiper  the  future  reintroduction  of  bi<^om  sheep  into  the  Sawtooth 
WSA. 

One  individual  found  the  justification  given  for  this  change  by  the 
BIM  totally  unacceptable,  claiming  that  the  airstrip  cited  as  an 
intrusion  has  long  been  out  of  use  and  shews  sign  of  natural 
rehabilitation.  It  was  also  stated  that  the  new  boundary  road  on 
the  west  is  much  more  likely  to  have  ON  violations  than  the  former 
boundary  in  the  Canebrake  Wash.  Cpening  this  road  will  negatively 
affect  the  bi^om  sheep  new  inhabiting  the  area  and  will  hurt  any 
reintroduction  efforts.  For  these  and  many  other  reasons,  this 
individual  recommended  rejecting  the  amendment. 

No  specific  justifications  were  made  by  those  supporting  the 
amendment. 

Four  comments  were  received  in  response  to  the  Final  EIS.  All  were 
against  amendments.  No  new  reasons  were  given. 
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Amendment  46.  Move  the  bcamdarY  of  the  excluded  area  in  the  Potrero 
south  and  southeast  and  change  the  designation  of  the  excluded  area 

frcm  suitable  to  non-suitable.  Class  L.  Add  "cherrystamninq"  in 
same  area:  Ihe  rationale  for  the  prcposcil  was  that  several  apiary 
sites  and  grazing  developanents  exist  that  need  periodic  maintenance. 
Access  to  these  sites  is  necessary.  The  existing  roads  to  these 
sites  are  apparently  maintained,  but  were  not  identified  in  the 
inventory  process.  Boundary  changes  would  make  the  area  more 
manageable  and  could  allow  a  motorized  access  route  to  be 
constructed  to  serve  users  such  as  hunters. 

Twenty-two  comments  were  received  in  response  to  the  Draft  EIS  on 
this  amendment.  Ten  favored  and  twelve  c^^xDsed  the  amendments.  One 
proponent  stated  he  could  acc^t  the  amendment  if  changing  the 
boundaries  will  allcw  better  management  of  the  remaining  WSA.  He 
agreed  that  access  should  be  provided  to  private  lands  to  avoid 
conflicts  with  private  landholders.  An  apiary  cperator  si:5)ported 
the  amendment,  stating  that  he  would  maintain  bees  in  the  area  while 

meeting  the  BLM's  requirements.  Most  other  proponents  siirply  agreed 
with  the  BIM's  rationale. 

The  California  State  Resources  Agency  opposed  the  amendment  saying 
it  would  have  adverse  inpacts  on  the  wilderness  qualities  of  the 
deleted  area  and  would  increase  access  to  wilderness  areas  leading 
to  increased  uses  of  the  portion  of  the  Sawtooth  WSA.  It  would 
provide  access  to  several  apiary  sites  and  grazing  developanents  for 
servicing,  but  range  inprovement  would  be  ejqxDsed  to  additional 
damage  by  motorized  v^iicles. 

Four  comments  were  received  in  response  to  the  Final  EIS.  All 
respondents  exposed  the  amendment  for  the  same  reasons  given  above. 
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APPENDIX  1 

ESTIMATED  COSTS  OF  ACQUISITION  OF  NON-FEDERAL  HOLDINGS  WITHIN 
AREAS  RECOMMENDED  FOR  DESIGNATION 

SAWTOOTH  MOUNTAINS  WSA  (CA-060-024B) 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

PARCEL TOTAL 

No. TWNSHP  RNG  SEC  MERIDIAN ACREAGE 

1 15S.   6E.   6   SBM 
40 

2 15S.   6E.  16   SBM 640 
3 14S.   5E.  36   SBM 640 

4 14S.   6E.  36   SBM 640 

TYPE  OF 

OWNERSHIP 

BY  ESTATE 

NUMBER 

OF    SURFACE  SUBSURFACE 

1     PRIVATE  PRIVATE 

UNKNOWN  PRIVATE  PRIVATE 

UNKNOWN  PRIVATE  PRIVATE 

UNKNOWN  PRIVATE  PRIVATE 

ESTIMATED 

COST  OF 

ACQUISITION 

PRESENTLY PREFERRED LAND PROCESSING 

PROPOSED  FOR METHOD  OF COSTS 
COSTS 

ACQUISITION ACQUISITION ($1000) ($1000) 

YES 
PURCHASE 20.0 

2.5 
YES 

PURCHASE 320.0 
2.5 

YES 
PURCHASE 320.0 

2.5 
YES 

PURCHASE 320.0 
2.5 

These  figures  were  derived  from  Bureau  Land  Records  and  provide  for  more  detail  than  GIS  estimates  and  therefore 

may  differ  from  acreage  summaries  in  Table  1. 
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SAWDOaiH  BtaCWEMlB  C  WnTER^ESS  STOPy  AREA  (WEA) 

(CA-060-024C) 

1.  THE  STUDY  AREA     2,454  acres 

The  Sawtooth  Mountains  C  WSA  is  located  in  east-central  San  Diego  County, 
about  45  miles  south  of  Borrego  Springs  and  95  miles  east  of  San  Diego.  This 

2454-acre  WSA  consists  entirely  of  public  lands  administered  by  the  BIM  (see 
Map  1  and  Table  1) . 

Ihe  VISA  is  a  narrcw  strip  of  land  sandwiched  between  Canebrake  Road  and 

private  prcperty  on  the  north,  and  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park  on  the 
east,  south,  and  west.  It  is  separated  frcm  the  much  larger  Sawtooth 

Mountains  B  WSA  (CA-060-024B)  (v^ch  is  recommended  for  wilderness 
designation)  by  Canebrake  Road.  Ihe  i:?per  portion  of  the  road  separating  the 
two  WSAs  is  on  public  lands  and  has  been  closed  to  motor  vehicles.  Ihe  lower 
portion  of  the  road  is  on  private  prcperty,  and  provides  access  from  County 
Hi^Tway  S2  to  residences  in  Canebrake  Canyon.  Closed  by  a  locked  gate,  this 
private  portion  of  the  road  is  not  available  for  use  by  the  general  public. 

Ihe  WSA  is  a  north- facing,  rocky  slope  furrcwed  by  djry  washes  that  broaden 
into  alluvial  valleys.  Ihe  area  is  approximately  80%  mountainside  and  20% 

alluvial  valleys.  A  well-develcped  alluvial  fan  in  the  north-central  portion 
of  the  WSA  covers  over  300  acres.  Elevations  range  frcan  1,080  feet  in  the 
northeast  comer  to  3,400  feet  in  the  southwest  comer.  Vegetation  is  almost 
exclusively  desert  scrub,  althou^  chaparrcil  begins  to  appear  at  the  hi^er 
elevations  at  the  south  end.  A  spring  on  private  property  in  Canebrake 

Canyon  provides  that  drainage  on  the  VISA  boundary  with  year-round  flowing 
water. 

Ihe  Master  Title  Plat  shews  a  ri^t-of-way  (R-1285)  for  a  pipeline  within  Lot 
46,  in  section  3  of  T.  15  S.,  R.  7  E. ,  SEM.  Ihe  ri^t-of--way  holder  of 
record  is  the  Canebrake  County  Water  District. 

Ihe  WSA  was  studied  under  Section  202  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  (FLFMA) .  Ihe  rationale  for  considering  Sawtooth  Mountains  C  a 

wilderness  study  area  was  that  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park  was  studying 
the  wilderness  suitability  of  its  contiguous  land.  Ihat  portion  of  the  state 

park  has  since  been  designated  wilderness.  Ihe  VISA   is  within  BIM's  Eastern 
San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit,  for  which  a  management  framework  plan  (MFP) 
was  coipleted  in  1981.  Plan  amendments  affecting  the  reccanmendation  for  this 
WSA  were  added  in  1982.  Two  suitability  recoanmendations  were  ancilyzed  in  the 
1980  draft  EIS  on  Livestock  Grazing  and  Wilderness  Management  of  the  Eastern 
San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit,  and  the  final  EIS  on  the  Wilderness 
Reccjmmendations  for  the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit  Section  202 
WSAs,  coirpleted  in  1988:  all  wilderness  and  no  wilderness. 



2.      REOOMMENEgynOJ  AND  RATIONALE 

2,454 

acres  reccanmended  for 
wilderness 
acres  reccaranended  for 
nonwildemess 

No  wilderness  is  the  reocinmendation  for  the  Sawtooth  Mountains  C  WSA,  as 
described  in  the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit  MFP,  1982  ainendment 
43.  The  entire  acreage  in  this  WSA  is  released  for  uses  other  than 
wilderness.  This  reccranendation  will  be  iitplemented  in  a  manner  vdiich  will 
use  all  practiced  means  to  avoid  or  minimize  environmental  iitpacts. 

All  wilderness  is  the  environmentally  preferable  alternative.  This  is 
because  it  will  result  in  the  least  change  fran  the  existing  natural 
environment  over  the  long  term.  It  is  not  the  reconmendation  for  this  WSA, 
hovever,  for  the  reasons  described  below. 

The  stucfy  area  will  continue  to  be  managed  in  accordance  with  the  Eastern  San 

Diego  County  Planning  Unit  MFP.  Since  this  is  a  broad-based,  general  plan, 
not  all  future  management  actions  can  be  predicted  with  certainty. 
Projections  have  been  made  to  slLIcw  analysis  of  the  effects  of  the 
reccnimendation.  Although  the  BIM  is  not  necessarily  cammitted  to  all  of 
these  actions,  the  following  is  an  outline  of  reasonably  feasible  activities 

vAiich  could  be  e3q)ected  to  occur.  Fire  suppression  and  pre-st^pression 
activities  will  be  guided  by  a  resource  area  fire  management  plan  to  be 
ccitpleted  in  ajproximately  1990.  It  is  e^q^ected  that  the  plan  will  allow  the 
use  of  mechanized  equipment,  and  that  existing  routes  will  be  used  as 
firebreaks,  but  will  not  be  maintained.  No  new  firebreaks  will  be 
constructed.  Following  ccxipletion  of  the  plan,  prescribed  burning  could 

occur  at  the  rate  of  500  acres  every  five  to  ten  years,  in  30-acre  to  50-acre 
increments.  It  is  expected  that  one  small  mine  will  be  develcped  in  the  mid- 
1990s  in  the  south  half  of  Section  7.  One-quarter  mile  of  new  road  would  be 
necessary  to  reach  the  mineralized  zone,  and  total  surface  disturbance  would 
be  less  than  two  acres.  No  routes  of  travel  have  been  identified  within  the 
WSA. 

Ihe  no  wilderness  reccanmendation  is  based  on  the  following  rationale: 
(1)  management  of  the  area  as  wilderness  would  be  difficult  because  of  the 
likelihood  of  additional  intrusions  on  wilderness  values  frcm  adjacent 
private  parcels,  (2)  the  wilderness  values  of  the  area  are  not  considered 
outstanding,  and  (3)  current  management  has  proven  effective  in  maintaining 

the  ctrea's  existing  resources. 

The  WSA  is  essentially  a  slcpe  overlooking  private  property  /  and  its 
wilderness  values  are  therefore  impacted  by  sights  and  sounds  originating 
there.  Further  develcpment  of  the  private  property  would  cause  a 
significant  decrease  in  opportunities  for  solitude  and  the  quality  of  the 
primitive  recreation  experience  to  be  had  within  the  WSA. 

Ihe  WSA's  wilderness  values  have  already  suffered  adverse  inpacts  frcm 
develcpnent  of  the  private  property,  v*iich  contains  an  irrproved  dirt  road  and 
numerous  recreation  residences.  Ihe  proximity  of  the  private  residential 



area,  visible  from  much  of  the  WSA,  reduces  the  perc^rtiion  of  remoteness.  In 

addition,  the  airea's  value  for  recreation  is  scmev\*iat  limited  because  there 
is  no  legal  access  to  the  WSA  boundary  for  motor  vehicles. 

Althou^  wilderness  designation  of  the  Sawtooth  Mountains  C  WSA  would 

compliment  management  of  the  adjacent  wilderness  of  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State 
Park,  the  wilderness  values  of  the  extensive  state  park  lands  stand  on  their 

own  without  this  WSA.  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park's  wilderness  resources 
will  not  be  iropacted  in  arr/  significant  way  by  the  proposed  action. 

TABLE  1  -  land  Status  and  Acreage  Summary  of  the  Study  Area 

Within  Wilderness  Study  Area  Acres 

BLM  (surface  and  subsurface)  2,454 
Split  Estate     (BLM  surface  only)  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Total  2,454 

Within  the  Reccanmended  Wilderness  Boundary  Acres 
BLM           (within  WSA)  0 
BLM           (outside  WSA)  0 
Split  Estate    (within  WSA)  0 
^lit  Estate    (outside  WSA)  0 

Total  BLM  Land  Reooinmended  for  Wilderness  0 

Inholdings 
State  0 
Private  0 

Within  the  Area  Not  Reccanmended  for  Wilderness  Acres 

BLM        (surface  and  subsurface)  2,454 
Split  Estate  (BLM  surface  only)  0 

Total  BLM  Land  Not  Reccsiimended  for  Wilderness       2,454 
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3.   CRITEI^IA  0C3NSIDERED  IN  DEVEIDPING  THE  WIIDERNESS  REO0MMEM:ftnaiS 

A.  Wilderness  Characteristics 

1.  Naturalness:  Ihe  Sawtooth  Mountains  C  WSA  appears  to  have  been 
affected  primarily  by  the  forx::es  of  nature.  Althou^  the  north  WSA 
boundary  coincides  with  Canebrake  Canyon,  v*iich  contains  an  inproved 
dirt  road  and  private  prqperty  with  numerous  recreation  residences, 
there  is  almost  no  evidence  of  human  activity  in  the  WSA.  On  the 

south  the  VISA  borders  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park  Wilderness. 

2.  Solitude:  Althou^  the  area  is  small,  c^portunities  for  solitude 
exist  because  of  extremely  lew  visitation.  However,  the  proximity 
of  the  private  residential  area,  visible  frcxn  much  of  the  WSA, 
reduces  the  perc^Dtion  of  remoteness.  Ihe  best  opportunities  for 
solitude  are  found  in  the  southwest  portion  of  the  area.  Ihis  is 
the  widest  portion  of  the  WSA,  farthest  from  the  developed  private 
property  in  Canebrake  Canyon,  and  containing  the  irost  tcpographic 
relief  to  screen  outside  si(^ts  and  sounds. 

Ihis  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  as  part  of 
the  national  defense  mission  taking  place  in  approved  military 
operating  areas  and  flight  corridors.  Ihe  visual  intrusions  and 
associated  noise  create  periodic  teirporary  effects  on  solitude  vdiich 
are  deemed  necessary  and  acceptable  as  a  part  of  the  defense 
preparedness  of  the  nation. 

3.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  Opportunities  are  limited 
because  there  is  no  legal  access  to  the  WSA  boundary  for  motor 
vehicles.  Also,  on  its  cwn,  this  area  is  too  small  to  provide  much 
c^portunity  for  primitive  recreation.  Hcwever,  vhen  considered  with 

the  adjacent  state  park  land  to  the  south  and  BIM's  Sawtooth 
Mountains  B  VISA  across  Canebrake  Road  to  the  north,  the  area  offers 
c^portunities  for  hiking,  badq^acking,  and  general  nature  stucfy. 
Opportunities  for  ipland  game  and  mule  deer  hunting  are  limited, 
since  hunting  is  prdiibited  in  the  state  park.. 

4.  Special  Features:  Ihere  are  four  plant  sp)ecies  within  the  WSA 
listed  by  the  California  Native  Plant  Society  as  rare  in  California, 
but  morie  common  elsev\*iere:  Ayenia  ccgnpacta,  Bursera  microphylla. 
Cassia  covesii.  and  Mirabilis  tenuiloba.  Hcwever,  none  of  these 
spjecies  is  under  status  review  by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
(US  F&WS). 

Ihe  San  Diego  coast  homed  lizard,  under  status  review  by  US  F&WS, 
occurs  within  the  WSA  on  granitic  outcrcps.  Ihe  spxDtted  bat,  eilso 
under  status  review  by  US  F&WS,  is  suspiected  to  occur  here  but  its 
presence  has  not  been  confirmed.  The  WSA  is  historic  habitat  for 
the  p)eninsular  bi^om  sheep,  listed  as  rare  by  the  State  of 
California  and  currently  under  status  review  by  US  F&WS.  Ihe  WSA  is 
p>art  of  a  larger  area  vhich  BLM  and  the  California  Dep>artment  of 
Fish  and  Game  (CDFG)  have  targeted  for  the  reintroduction  of 
j)eninsular  bi^om  sheep,  althoui^  no  active  management  efforts  are 



planned  inside  the  study  area.  The  US  F&WS  considers  the  loggerhead 
shrike  sensitive  in  Region  1.  The  willcw  flycatcher  is  also  a  US 
F&WS  sensitive  species  and  a  species  of  specicil  concern  to  the  CDFG. 

The  former  occurs  year-long  in  the  WSA,  v*iile  the  latter  is  a  summer 
resident. 

B.  Diversity  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  (NWPS) 

1.  Assessing  the  diversity  of  natural  systems  and  features  as 

represented  by  ecosystems;  This  VKA  contains  2,454  acres  of  the 
California  Chaparral/California  OaJcwoods  ecosystem.  Wilderness 
designation  of  the  Sawtooth  Mountains  C  WSA  would  not  increase  the 
ecological  diversity  of  the  NWPS. 

Table  2  -  Ecosystem  Representation 

Bailey-Kuchler 
Classification 

Dcanain/Province/FNV 

NWPS  Areas 
areas  acres 

NATIONWIDE 

Other  BIM  Studies 
areas acres 

California  Chaparral/ 
California  Oa]<3(iraods 4     105,301 

CALIFORNIA 

6     37,272 

California  Chaparral/ 
California  Oakwoods 105,301 37,272 

2.  Expanding  the  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation 
within  a  days  driving  time  (five  hours)  of  major  population  centers; 

The  WSA  is  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  five  major  peculation 
centers.  Table  3  summarizes  the  number  and  acreage  of  wilderness 

areas  and  other  BLM  study  areas  within  a  five-hour  drive  of  these 
population  centers. 

Table  3 

Wilderness  Opportunities  for  Residents 
of  Major  Peculation  Centers 

Pc^xilation NWPS  areas Other  BIM  Studies 
Centers areas acres cireas acres 

California 

Anaheim-Santa  Ana 25 2,823,534 153 5,703,616 
liDS  Angeles-Long  Beach 27 

2,876,234 
135 

4,958,751 
Oxnard-Ventura 23 

2,195,198 
85 

2,703,260 
Riverside-San  Bernardino 22 2,031,054 205 

7,658,649 
San  Diego 15 1,043,680 100 

3,378,814 



3.  BcilancincT  the  geographic  distribution  of  wilderness  cireas;  Ihe 
Sawtooth  Mountains  C  WSA  is  within  50  air  miles  of  seven  BIM  WSAs 

reccramended  for  wilderness  designatiOTi,  including  the  adjacent 
Sawtooth  Mountains  B  WSA.  The  closest  designated  wilderness  is 

adjacent  to  the  WSA  in  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park.  Less  than  50 
air  miles  away  are  five  other  wilderness  areas:  Agua  Tibia,  Santa 
Rosa,  Pine  Creek,  and  Hauser,  administered  by  the  U.S.  Forest 
Service;  and  Qiyamaca  Mountains  State  Wilderness  Area. 

C.  Manaqeabil  ity 

Ihe  Sawtooth  Mountains  C  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness.  However,  the 
future  quality  of  c^portunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  or  unoonfined 
recreation  would  remain  uncertain.  Ihe  WSA  is  essentially  a  slope 
overlooking  private  prcperty,  and  its  wilderness  values  are  therefore 
very  vulnerable  to  si^ts  and  sounds  originating  there.  Further 
develc^]80rtent  of  the  private  property  could  cause  a  significant  decrease 
in  oppoirtunities  for  solitude  and  the  quality  of  the  primitive 
recreation  ejq)erience  to  be  had  within  the  WSA. 

Military  overfli^ts  in  the  WSA  must  be  considered  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  existing  and  future  national  defense  mission  as  well  as 
the  wilderness  resource. 

D.  Energy  and  Mineral  Resource  Values 

1.  Summary  of  Information  Kxwn  at  the  Time  of  the  Preliminary 
Suitability  Recommendation;  The  Sawtooth  Mountains  C  WSA  is  located 

in  the  BIM  Vallecito  Mountains  Geology-Energy-Mineral  (G-E-^) 
Resource  Area  (GRA) .  BIM  had  not  classified  the  WSA  for  mineral 
occurrence  potentisLL  at  the  time  of  the  preliminary  wilderness 
recommendations.  The  WSA  is  within  an  area  that  has  been 

designated  as  prospectively  valuable  for  geothermal  resources  by  the 
U.S.  Geological  Survey  (USGS) . 

The  1963  California  Division  of  Mines  and  Geology  (CDM3)  County 
Report  3  lists  mines  and  oanmodities,  prospects,  arid  mineral 
production  from  the  late  1800s  until  1963.  The  GEMS  r^xDrt  shows 
that  in  1940,  $2,000  worth  of  scheelite  (tungsten  ore)  was  mined  in 
the  far  eastern  peirt  of  the  WSA.  This  area  is  shown  on  Map  2  cis 
having  a  hi^  potential  for  the  occurrence  of  tungsten  minerals 
under  the  BIM  classification  system.  Small  amounts  of  scheelite 
were  mined  in  the  southwestern  section  in  the  1950s  but  were 

abandoned  because  of  the  low  grade  encountered. 

2.  Summary  of  Significant  New  Mineral  Resource  Data  Collected  Since  the 
Preliminary  Suitability  Recoanmendation  Which  Should  be  Considered  in 
the  Final  Decision:  The  far  eastern  section  of  the  WSA  clLso  had 

several  prospec±s  for  low  grade  gold.  Production  was  not  given  in 
the  CEMS  report.  Two  gold  pro^jects  are  located  in  the  southwestern 
section  of  the  WSA  but  neither  was  develc^)ed  due  to  the  erratic 
d^xDsit  in  the  contact  zone. 



Dolomite  and  limestone  were  mined  in  the  early  1950s  immediately 
outside  of  the  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA.  Ihe  geologic  struc±ure 
mined  extends  into  the  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA,  and  is  csonsidered 
to  have  a  high  potential  for  the  ocx::xirrenoe  of  dolomite  and 
limestone  resources  under  the  BIM  mineral  classification  system. 

The  WSA  is  a  favorite  region  for  gem  and  minercLL  collecting. 
Severed  gem  and  mineral  societies  in  San  Diego  and  Iroperial  Valley 
have  r^xDrted  collecting  schorl  (a  variety  of  hornblende) , 
tourmaline,  garnet  and  ̂ idote  in  the  granitic  batholith  in  the 
general  area.  The  batholith  has  a  number  of  intrusive  diloes,  sills, 
laccoliths,  migmatites,  quartz,  granite,  and  pegmatites  consisting 
of  aplite  that  are  favorable  environments  for  gem  minerals  and 
metallic  mineralization.  Based  on  similar  geology,  the  southwestern 
portion  of  the  WSA  is  considered  under  the  BIM  classification  system 
cis  having  a  moderate  potential  for  the  occurrence  of  gem  minerals. 

The  Sawtooth  Mountains  C  WSA  is  within  the  Deer  Park  mining 
district.  As  of  December  1987  there  were  no  mining  claims,  mineral 
sales  or  leases  within  this  WSA. 
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E.  IJnpacts  on  Resouroes 

Table  4  -  Comparative  Summary  of  the  Iitpacts  by  Alternative 

Issue  Topic 
Prxposed  Action 

(No  Wilderness/No  Action) 

All  Wilderness 
Alternative 

Iirpact  on  Wilderness  Values 

Inpact  on  Preservation  of 
Archeological  Resources  and 
Native  American  Values 

Minor  negative  iirpacts  to 
wilderness  values  will 

result  f rem  mining  and 
apiary  site  relocation. 
The  area's  special 
features,  Peninsular 
bic^om  she^  (to  be 
reintroduced)  and 
archaeological  resources, 
will  experience  minor 
negative  iitpacts  from  the 
above  activities,  and  also 
from  fire  suppression  and 
presL^pression.  Greatest 
inpacts  will  occur  from 
range  management  actions, 
v^ich  will  have  a  moderate 

negative  effect  on  both 
naturalness  and  Peninsular 

bi^om  sheep  reintro- duction. 

Moderate  negative  inpacts 
to  archaeological  sites  are 
possible  from  mechanized 
fire  sippression.  Minor 
negative  iirpacts  are 
anticipated  from  a  wide 
range  of  activities 
including  prescribed  bums, 
apiary  activity,  grazing 
develcpivent.  Minor 
positive  iirpacts  will  occur 
frcm  develcprvent  of  a  fire 
management  plan,  National 
Register  nomination  and 
monitoring.  Research 
excavations  will  add  to  our 

knowledge  and  constitute  a 
minor  positive  irrpact  to 
the  preservation  of 
cultural  resources. 

The  net  effect  of  this 
ciltemative  would  be  the 

retention  and  long-term 

protection  of  area's wilderness  values.  Range 

management  actions  would 
have  a  very  minor  negative 
effect  on  naturalness, 
solitude,  and  preservation 
of  archaeological 
resources,  and  a  moderate 
negative  inpact  on  bi^om 
sheep  reintroduction. 

Ihis  alternative  would  have 

an  overall  minor  positive 

iitpact  ipon  the  preserv- ation of  cultural  resources 

since  many  action  are 
precluded.  Minor  negative 
inpacts  are  possible  frcm 
limited  fire  suppression 
and  range  management 
activities. 
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Table  4  -  CJoatparative  Summary  of  the  Iirpacts  by  Alternative  (Cont'd) 

Ihere  will  be  minor 

positive  inpac±s  to 
archaeological 
investigations  since 
activities  permitted  under 
this  action  cillcw  for  a 

wide  range  of  uses.  Any 
action  will,  of  course, 

require  pr^)aration  of 
suitable  environmental 
documentation,  including 

archaeological  investi- 
gations. Moderate  negative 

impacts  will  occur  from 
mechanized  fire  suppression 
activities.  Moderate 

positive  iitpacts  will 
result  frcan  availability  of 

the  area  for  pure  archae- 
ological research. 

Minor  negative  iirpacts  are 
anticipated  from  limited 
fire  suppression  activities 
and  elimination  of  c^iciry 

sites  and  research  excava- 
tions. Minor  positive 

iirpacts  are  envisioned  frcm 
the  fire  management  plan 
prescribed  bum,  grazing 

projects.  National  Register 

nomination,  and  the  moni- 
toring program.  A  moderate 

negative  iitpact  is  antici- 
pated from  the  prchibiticxi 

of  pure  archaeological 
research. 

F.  Local  Social  and  Economic  Considerations 

No  loccil  socicil  or  econcmic  considerations  were  identified  in 

the  EIS  for  the  Section  202  Wilderness  Reccramendations, 
Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit.  Iherefore,  no  further 
discussion  of  this  tcpic  will  occur  in  this  document. 

G.  Summary  of  WSA-Specific  Public  Ccmments 

Public  ccmments  were  solicited  throu^out  all  phases  in  the 
develcpment  of  the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  MFP.  The 
following  is  a  summary  of  all  comments  received.  Known 
inaccuracies  are  noted  in  parentheses.  Sawtooth  Mountains  A, 
B,  and  C  WSAs  were  treated  as  one  wilderness  stucfy  area  up 
throu*^  the  draft  EIS  stage.  Consequently,  the  following 
public  comment  summary  includes  statements  made  about  all 
three  areas.  Althou^  some  respondents  directed  their 
comments  specifically  toward  A,  B,  or  C,  most  did  not  specify 
a  particular  area. 

1.  Inventory  Phase:  Some  comments  agreed  with  the  BIM's 
findings.  Others  mentioned  roads  and  conflicting  uses 
within  the  WSA,  such  as  an  apiary,  v^dh  they  believed 
disqualified  the  area  for  wilderness  consideration. 
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2.  Study  Phase:  A  few  cxxnments  recseived  during  the  inventory 
phase  cxDncemed  study  phase  considerations.  Ihey 
expressed  the  belief  that  this  area  is  being  considered 
for  wilderness  in  order  to  protect  bi^om  she^,  but  that 
the  sheep  are  not  affected  by  humans  and  do  not  need  this 
protection. 

3.  Proposed  Livestock  Grazing  and  Wilderness  Management  for 

the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Planning  Unit  -  Draft  EIS: 
Ihe  prc^xDsed  action  recommended  that  25,515  acres  of  the 
Sawtooth  Mountain  WSA  be  designated  suitable  for 

wilderness  and  5,629  acres  be  designated  non-suitable. 
Ihe  non-suitable  areas  included  the  northwestern  portion 
of  the  Sawtooth  Mountains  A  WSA;  sections  19,  20  and  21, 
T.  14  S.,  R.  6  E;  and  Potrero  Canyon. 

During  the  review  of  the  Draft  EIS,  23  letters  were 
received  frcm  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies; 
organizations;  and  individuals.  Only  seven  of  these 
responses  addressed  the  Sawtooth  WSA.  Five  favored  a 
wilderness  designation,  one  cpposed  wilderness,  and  an  oil 
ocarpany  stated  that  the  region  has  potential  for 
geothermal  resources. 

Wilderness  proponents  wanted  the  entire  Sawtooth  WSA 
declared  suitable,  saying  that  the  Sawtooth  Mountains  A 
WSA,  v^iich  had  been  excluded,  was  worthy  of  wilderness 
designation.  Ihey  prcposed  that  for  the  immediate  future, 
the  area  be  maintained  under  wilderness  management  until 
acquisition  of  the  Spencer  Ranch  becomes  feasible.  Ihey 
also  wanted  to  include  sections  19,  20,  and  21,  T.  14  S., 
R.  6  E. ,  within  the  suitable  area,  noting  that  the  road 
would  make  a  more  manageable  boundary  than  a  fenced 
section  line.  Ihey  requested  that  Potrero  Canyon  be 
closed  except  for  maintenance  of  watering  facilities  for 
livestock  and  wildlife. 

Ihe  respondent  exposing  wilderness  for  this  area  was  an 

eissociation  of  four-v^eel  drive  clubs.  Its  major  concern 
was  the  peninsular  bighorn  sheep.  Ihe  respondent  stated 
that  wilderness  in  this  area  would  be  in  direct  conflict 

with  sound  management  and  manipulation  of  both  the  bi^om 
sheep  and  their  habitat. 

An  oil  ccatpany  urged  that  geothermal  resource  potenticil  be 
carefully  evaluated  throu^out  the  WSA  and  that  areas 
found  to  have  potential  be  exenpted  from  wilderness 
designation. 

4.  Management  Framework  Plan  (MFP)  for  Eastern  San  Diego 

County  Planning  Unit  -  Wilderness  Recommendations;  Ihe 
Management  Framework  Plan  recommended  a  designation  of 
27,205  acres  as  suitable  and  3,892  acres  as  unsuitable. 
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The  difference  between  this  and  the  recxsnmendation  of  the 

Draft  EIS  on  wilderness  management  was  that  portions  of 
sections  19  and  20,  T.  14  S.,  R.  6  E.,  and  most  of  Potrero 
Canyon  were  added  to  the  suitable  portion. 

^proximately  54  out  of  a  total  of  60  cannments  gave  an 

opinion  of  the  Sawtooth  WSA.  Eleven  were  non-^)ecific,  in 
that  they  requested  wilderness  status  for  all  of  the  WSAs 
within  the  planning  unit.  Included  in  this  group  was  the 
San  Diego  County  Board  of  Si:55ervisors.  Ten  respondents 

supported  the  BIM's  recommendation  of  partial  wilderness 
for  this  WSA,  and  the  remaining  33  wanted  the  entire  WSA 
designated  suitable.  The  Cleveland  National  Forest  noted 
that  a  portion  of  this  WSA  is  contiguous  with  potential 
National  Forest  wilderness,  and  that  if  Sawtooth  is 
designated  wildeamess,  the  National  Forest  may  consider 
the  wilderness  cption  for  adjacent  lands. 

One  organization  and  two  individuals  wanted  no  further 

wilderness  in  this  region,  as  they  wanted  four-v^eel  drive 
access  for  recreation.  A  representative  of  a  hcanecwners 

association  requested  that  the  Canebrake  Canyon-Inner 
Pasture  area  be  designated  for  lew-intensity  multiple  use, 
since  this  area  has  a  road,  two  landing  strips,  and  two 
ranches,  and  also  because  access  is  needed  for 
firefii^ting  equipgnent.  Another  respondent  wanted  the 
Potrero  road  kept  open. 

5.  1982  Amendments  to  the  Eastern  San  Diego  County  Management 
Framework  Plan;  Four  amendments  were  prxposed  for  the 
Sawtooth  Mountains  WSAs,  two  of  which  had  an  effect  on 
Sawtooth  Mountains  C. 

Amendment  43.  Delete  Sawtooth  Mountains  C  WSA  and 

recommend  this  area  as  non-suitable.  Class  L:  This 
amendment  was  contingent  upon  approval  of  Amendment  45 

(see  belcw) .  The  rationale  was  that  "if  Amendment  45  is 
accepted,  then  area  C  will  overlook  Class  L  non-suitable 
land  and  will  be  difficult  to  manage  for  a  wilderness 

eiqjerience  due  to  intrusions  of  si<^ts  and  sounds  of  man." 

Twenty  two  individuals,  organizations,  or  governmental 
agencies  cconranented  on  the  Draft  EIS  on  this  amendment. 
Fifteen  respondents  favored  the  prcposal  and  ei^t  exposed 
it.  The  State  of  California  Resource  Agency  exposed  it, 
saying  that  acceptance  would  cause  management  problems  to 
the  adjacent  State  wilderness  area  by  isolating  the 
boundaries  and  making  them  awkward  to  patrol.  Management 
as  Class  L  would  have  scane  adverse  iitpacts  on  the 
wilderness  qualities  and  could  corrpromise  surrounding 
wilderness  arieas. 
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One  individual  stated  that  the  BIM's  ratiorale  was 
fallacious,  and  that  even  if  Amendment  45  were  acx::^)ted, 
this  area,  since  it  is  contiguous  with  a  declared 

wilderness  area  in  Anza-Borrego  State  Park,  could  continue 
to  be  a  potential  wilderness  area.  Ihe  other  rationale  of 

rejecting  this  area  because  of  the  "si^ts  and  sounds"  of 
humans  is  invalid,  since  this  criteria  is  not  recognized 
by  Congress;  the  respondent  noted  further  that  the  si^ts 
and  sounds  are  very  minor  and  practically  unnoticeable. 

Respondents  favoring  the  amendment  agreed  with  the 
rationale  of  the  draft  EIS  and  gave  no  additional  reasons 
for  rejecting  this  area  as  wilderness. 

Four  letters  were  received  in  response  to  the  Final  EIS  on 
this  amendment.  All  were  opposed  to  rejecting  this  area 
as  wilderness  for  the  same  reasons  given  above. 

Amendment  45.  CJianqe  reccanmendation  of  a  portion  of  the 
Sawtooth  Mountains  B  WSA.  frcm  suitable  to  non-suitable, 
and  designate  Class  L  (limited  use) ;  The  triangular  area 
is  bordered  on  the  northeast  by  North  Wash,  on  the 

southeast  by  Canebrake  Wash,  and  on  the  west  by  a  non- 
maintained  road.  The  rational  was  that  this  area  is  a 

bajada  containing  several  man-made  intrusions,  including 
an  old  airstrip,  a  fence  line,  the  Crawford  Ranch,  and 
some  maintained  roads.  This  area  would  be  more  prcperly 
managed  as  Class  L  (limited  use)  than  as  wilderness. 

Twenty  three  comments  were  received  in  response  to  the 
Draft  EIS.  Fifteen  respondents  cfposed  the  amendment  and 
ei^t  favored  it.  Most  of  those  in  exposition  mentioned 
potential  adverse  iirpacts  on  bi<^om  she^  and  cultural 
resources.  One  respondent  requested  deferral  of  the 
proposal  for  one  year  to  allcw  ccarpletion  of  negotiations 

between  the  Anza-Borrego  Desert  State  Park  and  the  El 
Centre  Resource  Area  (BIM) .  Another  respondent  said  he 
could  accept  the  amendment  as  long  as  the  area  would 
remain  Class  L  and  not  be  changed  to  Class  M  or  Class  I. 
The  State  of  California  Resources  Agency  exposed  the 

amendment,  stating  it  would  create  a  four-mile  wide  area 
of  Class  L  land  between  two  State  wilderness  areas.  State 

management  of  the  wilderness  areas  would  be  hairpered  due 

to  increased  exposure  of  their  boundaries  to  non- 
wilderness  uses.  There  could  be  adverse  iitpacts  on 
cultuiral  resources,  as  well  as  on  wildlife  and  habitat. 
The  increased  use  of  the  area  could  cilso  hamper  the  future 
reintroduction  of  bighorn  she^  into  the  Sawtooth  WSA. 
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One  individual  fcxmd  the  justification  given  for  this 
change  by  the  BIM  totally  unacc^jtable,  claiming  that  the 
airstrip  cited  as  an  intrusion  has  long  been  out  of  use 
and  shews  sign  of  natural  rehabilitation.  It  was  eilso 
stated  that  the  new  boundary  road  on  the  west  is  much  more 
likely  to  have  ON  violations  than  the  former  boundary  in 
the  Canebrake  Wash.  Opening  this  road  will  negatively 
affect  the  bi^om  she^  new  inhabiting  the  area  and  will 
hurt  any  reintroduction  efforts.  For  these  and  many  other 
reasons,  this  individual  recanmended  rejecting  the 
amendment. 

No  specific  justifications  were  made  by  those  SL^jporting 
the  amendment. 

Four  ccinments  were  received  in  response  to  the  Final  EIS. 
All  were  against  amendments.  No  new  reasons  were  given. 
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